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b. CLARKE, 
Keen of St. James's, 

WESTMINSTER. 


Reverend 8 I R, 


I is if my Worthy an Learn- 


' ed Friend, the Author of the 


upon to have put his Name to 
Lit. If I miſtake not, it is writ- 

ten with all thoſe Qualifications, 
2 you in your Introduction 


is alſo altogether extrinſick to its 


TE true 


— 88 


SHOULD not have given 
you the Trouble of this Ad- 


following Treatiſ e, concerning the 
4 Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, 
Oc. could have been prevailed 


require, except that one which 
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true Value, and is (if it be a 


pardon, ſince no body but him- 


his and the Church's Reaſons Þ 


the Learning and Candor with 


ALETTER 
Fault) the moſt eaſie of all to 


{elf can be the Loſer — it. But. 
his Modeſty and Humility be- 
ing of a Piece with his Learn» | 
ing and Piety, which are con- 
fined by no common Bounds, 


he contents himſelf with the 1 


Satisfaction of maintaining and 
defending a good Cauſe, with» 
out reaping that juſt Applauſe, 
which reſults from the Judi- 
cious Wnagement of it. You 
will find 'the whole Compoſure J - 
governed. by @ Spirit 0 Chri- 
Tan and not by a Spirit ei 
Papery or Perſecution,” And if 
an one be not favourable to 
the ugument, or ſatisfied with : 


For the Common Faith, at leaſt 


Which he treats it, may, ] am 
| per- 4 
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to Hoctor Cr. its, 


| perſuaded command no aufe 
= vourable Reception. | 


There 1s nothing thr certain 
more commendable in any Wri- 


ter, than Candor and Sincerity, 


without perplexing the Queſti- 


on with a Multitude of Proofs, 
but little or nothing to the Pur- 


poſe, and drawing in Authors 
and Authorities, to ſpeak that 
which we are certain enough 


they could never meati: And 
nothing undoubtedly is more 


neceſlary: to guide our Judg- 
ment, in diſtinguiſhing what 
is the Srripture Dectrine in any 
Point, "whether 1 it be an Article 
of Faith, or a leſs neceſſary Truth 
— elan a good Underſtand- 


ing of the Ovivinal Revelation it 


ſelf, and of the beſt and moſt 
Ancient; + Interpreters ' thereof. 


Theſe our Learned Author poſ- 


ſeſſes in great Perfection; and 


a * though 
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.thoug h he hath not the Honour 
and Happineſs of waiting at the 
Altar; yet he truly reſpe&s 
your Order, and above all va- 
lues the Sacred Depoſitum to you 
committed; neither doth he 
want Talents and Endowments © 
to diſtinguiſh! him, even if he 
were admitted into the Sacred 
Function; and therefore I hope 
you will not neglect to ecinfider 
'what: he offers upon this Sub- 
ject; though it comes from a 
-Lay-Man, whoſe great Ambiti- 
on is to lie concealed; 

I muſt confeſs, L have had the 
following Papers by me above 
fix Months, but I ſtill deferred 
the Publication, in hopes the 
Author might have been per- 
ſuaded to have owned them 
. himſelf ; but ſince no Intreaties 
can ſhake the Reſolution he 
hath taken of continuing un- 
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to Doctor Grant 


L known, 1 thought I ought not 
1 to detain them any longer from 

the Service of the Publick, for 
the ſake of ſome uncommon Re 
marks in them. And the Reve- 
rend Dr. Wells, having conſi- 
L dered your Introduction, and of- 


n ſeveral A in bs pF 


. AE AP © 


3 1 by many not — 


your Notice; it was not only 


my Opinion, but that of others 
alſo whom 1 conſulted, That 
7 theſe Learned Remarks on the 
7 Book it ſelf, would very pro- 


perly follow what that Learned 


| 2 DoGtor hath obſerved upon the 
Introduction. That fo this whole 


Natter may be fifted into ac- 


7 cording as it deſerveth, and the 
Evidence of Truth may deter- 
mine it for the ſtrongeſt Side; 
which 1 is all the End that I here- 
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do your Self and the Truth the | 


God may be pfotified in his 


in pte to my ſelf, that ſo 1 


7 
7 
© "He 


Church by the Profeſſion of a 
True Faith.” A 

If you find the Obſervations 4 
and Remarks of my Learned 
Friend well grounded, you will 


136 
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greateſt Honour, in receiving 
them according to the Intrinſich | 
Weight they bear; and if they 
be not thus grounded, it will 


bea Piece of Juſtice due to the 


Publick, 440 undeceive thoſe 
WhO may differ from you in 
their Opinion concerning his 
Manner of treating thofe Texts 
which have been alledged by you 


in favour of your Hypotheſis, as 
diſtinguiſhed from the received 
Doctrine of the Church of Eng- 
land, in Her Articles and Offices. | 
Fou will not, I believe, | 
be able to fix upon him the | 
„Cha- 1 


10 Doctor CLARR E. 


Character of a Def) picable and 


Careleſs Writer, whe vou ſhall 


ſet about a Re- examination 
of that Original Revelation, 
both of the Old and New Te- 
18 which is the true and 
undoubted Standard to go by 
in this Diſpute. I have the 
2 3 you will fully diſ- 
charge the Profuiſe with which 
vou have bound our -ſelf, 
and which the CnuAN CR, 


Which ha th been ſo kind to ou, 


hath a - Right to expect. There 
ate about Forty Texts; upon 
which the main Strefs of your 
Theory depends, that are here 
examined; and being tried ac- 
cording to the Catholic Expo- 
ſition, are vindicated for the 


Church by an able Seripturiſt, 
who hath applied the Rules of 


Criririſin, not FO but for 
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the Faith, of which thi Cute 


lick Burch is in Poſſeſſion. 
When 1 had Occafion to men- 


tion your Name in the Life of 


Biſhop Bull, and thereupon to 
take notice of your late Cele- 
brated Performance, touching 
the Scripture Doctrine of the 
Trinity, ſo far as the Honour 
of that Great Man did ſeem to 
be concerned; I did not think 
I ſhould ever trouble the World 
or You again upon this Head. 


And though, as you know, 1 
have with your ſelf been pub? 


lickly animadverted upon by 


a very Zealous and Learned 
Divine in our Church, for not 


coming up to his Meaſures of 
Orthodoxy ; and cenſured for 
that very Part of this Good Ri- 
ſhop's Lite, in which you are 
more particularly concerned, 
as if 1 there ſhewed my ſelf 

too 


though even by following that 
4 Great Defender of the Nicene 
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to Doctor CLARKE. 
too favourable to you and your 


Dodride, and made too near 


1 towards Arianiſm, 


Faith, of whoſe Writings I was 


f there giving an Hiſtorical Ac- 
count. However, I choſe ra- 
ther to bear the Cenſure paſſed 
upon me, without ſaying one 
Word for my ſelf, but leaving 
my Readers to judge, as they 
7 ſhould ſee Reaſon, eithet for 


or againſt me, than to enter 


beyond my Depth, or preſume 
to interbdüle with the Dif- 
cuſſion of ſo: venerable a My- 
2 ſtery of our Religion as this, 
2 of which I can by no means 
2 «think my ſelf: or any other ob- 
liged to have a full and ade- 
7 quate Idea: Notwithſtanding 
I was thus invited by your and 
my Animadverter, or rather 


chal. 
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A LerTER 
challenged to defend Biſhop © 
Bull and my ſelf, and to ad- 
venture the loſing my ſelf in 
the r gan 173 Se, When the 


Part of an Hiſtorian did only be- 


long to me, and there wanted 


not able Divines enough in 
our Church, 1 was ſure, to vin- 
dicate the Truth of the Scri- 
pture Doctrine, concerning the 
| Obje a of our ! Wor thip, As it 1 

was underſtood and believed in 3 

the beginning, is nom, and, I truſt, | 

eder \ſhall be. 4 
If 1 have diſcharged the Pair ] 

of an Hiſtorian faithfully, in 

the Accounts which I have. 2 1 
ven, I have done my Duty, and 
what 1 undertook. And of this 


N 2 oF 


you were. very ſenſible, when 


you were pleaſed to expreſs 


your ſelf to me with fo much 


Candor and | Ingenuity - upon 
N Subject. It was not with- | 
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to Doctor CLARKE. 
in my Province, as ſuch, 
I hare.” thoſe Scholaſtical 1 
Critical Points, in which ſome 


I never thought that it would 
have been expected by any, 
the that in an Hiſtory, I ſhould 
it have entered into the Detail 
in of the abſtruſeſt Queſtions, or 
iſt, ] have diſcuſſed the various Ac- 
ceeptations of ſuch Terms, as 
art 1 had occaſion to uſe after 
in! Great Men, who had taken 
; them in the ſame Senſe before 
14 me. Not engaging my ſelf 
ais therefore farther, I ſhall ac- 
en count it no ſmall Satisfaction 
el to find, that what I there ad- 
=Y vanced hath not been altoge- 

ther without Fruit; if it may 


New of more Learning and 


Great Maſters of Controver- 
in ſie have loſt themſelves. And 


Leiſure, 


NI 


have given, at leaſt an Hint to 
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Leiſure, either to correct what 
J have ſaid, or to carry the 
Matter further, and very ac. 
curately to examine thoſe 
Weights and Meaſures, which 
are to determine us in this 
Grand Queſtion now before 
To the Goſpel and to the 
Teſtimony the Appeal is made, 
and there let it be determined. 
You have taken very much 
Pains in the Search; and others 
alſo have been at no leſs, wo 
cannot yet be ſatisfied with 
yours. We muſt all, however, 
commend the Deſign of tracing 
the Originals'of our moſt Ho- 
ly Faith, with Candor and Im- 
rtiality ; and of moſt ſtrict- 
ly cleaving: to the fincere Reve- 
lation of Divine Truth. And 
far be it from me, to derogate 


5 
RE, 
2 

Es 
3 
Wr 
7 
Ws. 
"IX 
1238 
ES, 
"4 
$3 
5.5 
<A 
5 
os 
k.£2 
2 
+, 
#3 
« 
N 
$M 
£23; 
2 
2 
— 
2 
21:8; 
Eee, 
2 
39 
HS 
24 
&:o 
3 
RE, 
$Y 
REC 
53 
ET 
JS 
= 
; 
bs 
1 5 
1 
8 
7 
28 
Fl 
— 
5 
1 
8 
1 
3 
IA 
* 
_ 
5, +: - 
32 5 
N 
1 
\ 2 70 
zo 
1 
r 
1 
1 2 * 
A” 
3 
181 
I 5 
BS. 
3 
2208 
F 3 
1 * 


7 


92 
* 


5 + 4 


— 


to Doctor CLARKE. XV 


in the leaſt from any Service 
you may have formerly done 
to the Cauſe of Religion, whe- 
ther Natural or Revealed; or 
to leſſen any Part of thoſe So- 
lid Merits, which are and muſt 
be confeſſed to be in you, even 
by thoſe who are otherwiſe 
very different from you; 1 
mean eſpecially as touching 
this deep Article, 
will for ever continue to puz- 


ku 


which 
zle all the Diſputers of this 


1 

by, 

2 2 
Le Or 0 
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E But | could heartily have 
now wiſhed, That we of the 


7 Laity had no ſuch Handle e- 


ver given us, as this your laſt 
Book hath afforded, as it is 
to be feared, but to too ma- 
ny, who think themſelves able 


to overturn any Foundations 


* 


whatſoever, if ſuch a Method 
as 


ALETTER: 
as you there propoſe be allow- 
able, with -reſpe& to the moſt 
Solemn Acts and Deeds of that 
Church and Community where= 7 
of we are Members, and to 
ſubſtitute what they pleaſe in 
their Room. It cannot be de- 
niedꝭ but that your Method 
hath a plauſible 1 at 
the firſt View, and that you 
have ſaid as much as is poſſible 
for the Setting it off, and re- 
commending it to your Reader. 
But it is no leſs undeniable, 
that a conſiderable Advantage 
hath been thence made by.the 
Enemies of our Peace at "this 
Time, whether. with or with- 
out Reaſon do not ſay, and 
that our Church, both as to 
Doctrine and Worſhip, hath 
by this Means, been very much 
traduced 2 ard even triumphed | 
over 
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to Doctor CLARKE. 
Lover by our Adverſaries of ſe- 


Jreral Sorts and Denominati- 


ons. 
Now if your Syſtem, which 


you have drawn out in many 


more Propoſitions than we have 


| Fn be indeed the true 
Scriptute Syſtem; it will be 
doubtleſs our Duty to renounce 
ſo far the Doctrine and Wor- 
Iſhip of our Church, as it is 1 
ſconfiſtent with your ſaid 
poſitions, and Aces teiy to 
Iſet about a new and eee 


Reformation; leſt while we tax 


the Church of Rome with Ido- 


Ilatry, we our ſelves ſhould at 


the ſame time be found guilty 
Jof it in our common Devo- 


35. 


Jags of Communion ; 


b can 


tions, and in our moſt Solemn 


ſo much the more unpardona- 
| as that no heavier Charge 


xvit 


7 
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A LET TER. 
can — laid againſt that corrupt 


Separation, than that of Idola- 
try, as it hath been managed 
by the late moſt Learned Bi- 

ſhop Stilling gfe But if other- 


21 and this your Syſtem, af- 


ter a moſt Ari and elaborate 
Examination of it, be found 


no more confiſtent with the 
Scripture, than it is with the 
received Doctrine and Worſhip 
of our Church; then it will be 


doubtleſs our Duty, to conti- 
nue ſtedfaſtly our Adherence to 
ſuch Doctrine and Worſhip, ac- 


cording as the ſame is deliver- 


ed to us from the Scriptures, 
by our firſt Reformers; That is, 
in the Senſe which the Catholicl 
Fathers and Frimitive 1 s 
have thence collected. And 1 a 


willing to hope, that in the 


Learned 


Church for a Ground of our 


+» Doflor CLAR R k. 
ne Dr. Clarke there will 


be found ſo much of Chriſtian 
Sincerity and Candor, as may 
oblige him by his own Exam- 


ple to approve of this Proce- 
dure; to juſtify the Rule which 
they have given us, and he 
hath commended, to prevent 


the Overturning of Found ati- 
ons both Sacred and Civil, 

| with which we are threatned 
from a Method of this Nature; 


and to endeavour to heal again 
thoſe Wounds of his Mother 


the Church, which this Book 


of his may have given Her, 


and which ſo many of his Bre- | 
| thren loudly complain of, as 
if She had received them, not 


from an 2 or from a 


Friend. 


bee *: Bat 


xix 


F C 
rr r > * - m : 
C — „ . : 


xx 


4 LETTER 


But whatever may be ſaid, 
either for or againſt this Syſtem 
of yours, and with whatever 
Mind it was by you publiſhed, 


thus much is certain and fixed; 


That according to the beſt of 


our Capacity, we are obliged, 


if we would avoid running in- 
to Hereſy and Error, to have 


KRecourſe to the Rule it fel, and 


alſo to take 1n the beſt Helps for 


the underſtanding this Rule. 


And it is no leſs certain, that 


either by not having Recourſe 


to the Original Revelation it ſelf, 


which is the Rule, or by neg- 


lecting the beſt Helps for the In- 


terpretation of 1t which we are 
capable of uſing, there is the 
greateſt Danger of falling into 
ſome Miſtake ; and generally fo 
much the more, as the Enqui- 


rer 15 a Perſon of brighter Parts 


than 
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to Doctor CLARK E. 


than ordinary, yea if he be ne- 
ver ſo little above the common 
Level. And if the Judges, and 


others Learned in the Law 
ſhall follow the ſame Method 
of interpreting the Laws of the 


Land, and accommodating the 


Civil Oaths and Engagements, 
as you have taken in interpret- 


ing and accommodating the 


denſe of the Church, in her 
moſt Authentick Forms and 


Declarations before God and 


Man, and of the Venerable Fa- 
thers of the Catholick Church ; 
There are many of the Opinion, 
That every Thing might eafily 
be leaped over, and that no 


| Eſtabliſhment could be ſo ſtrong 


as to laſt long. 1 
Which being confidered it is 


preſumed that you cannot take 


it amiſs, if this be a little far- 
„„ ther 
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A LETTER 


ther enquired into, for the ſake 
of what is ſo dear to your ſelf ; 
for who knows where-abouts his 
Religion, Liberty or Property 
may be, if ſuch a Latitude of 


Interpretation be defenſible, as 


is avouched in your Third Part 
openly, and is therefore ſuſpe- 


Reed in your Firſt and Second. 


. Wo 
It is very juſtly by you ob- 


This will deſerve to be ſet to 


ſerved, That this Matter, 


which is of the greateſt Impor- 
tance, ought not to be treated 
of Sightly aul careleſaly ; for 1 
fully agree with you, that it 
ought to be examined chrughly 
on all Sides, by a ſerious Study of 
the whole Scripture, and by taking 
Care that the Explication be con- 
feftent with it felf in every Part, 
And certainly the Deſign of di- 

1 geſting 


* 


e 
geſting with Care and 


5 Nes 
az Pains 


under proper Heads the Texts 


of Scripture which relate to 


this Doctrine, is very commen- 


dable; and then drawing up a 
Scheme of the whole, and re- 


ducing and explaining it, in a 


oreat Number of particular and 
diftin& Propoſitions. And if 
indeed, according to the Weight 
and Dignity of the Subject, you 


hade conſidered it throughout as 


carefully and diſtinctly as you was 


able; there is no ſufficient Rea- 


ſon in my Opinion, for any 


Learned Perſon, who may think 


you miſtaken, to treat You an- 


| orily, and in the Spirit of Popery, 


as if we were not to uſe our own 


Underſtandings in Matters of Re- 


ligion as well as in other Matters; 


but muſt always plead for what 


Net tons happen at any time to pre- 
= vail, 


to Doctor CLARKE. x 
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A LETTER 


nol as if they were there- 
fore true, becauſe they pre- 
vail. 

However, 2 Vou know 
there is an 'Apoſtolical Injun- 
Aion, that we ſhould earneſtly 
contend for the Faith ; 5 and if the 


Divine Oeconomy of FATHE Ry 


Son, and Hory Ghos 1, in 
the Unity of the Divine Eflence, 
which is taught us by our Ex- 
cellent Church, in her moſt 
Publick and Aatheatick Acts, 


and is the Common Faith both 


of Proteſtants and Papiſts, or 


the Common Salvation as deli- 


vered in all the Churches Re- 
formed and Unreformed, ſhould 
be that Faith which was once 
delivered unto (or by) the Saints ; 

you muſt not be diſturbed if 
ſome, who have purſued Truth 


by the lame Methods you have 


done, 


4 


awe OO -- mis 
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to Doctor CLARKE. 
done, do earneſtly contend againſt 


you in a Matter of ſo high a 


Nature, where they apprehend 
you to be miſtaken after all the 


painful Search you have made; 
and not to have repreſented the 


true Scripture Doctrine of the Tri- 


nity, but to have ſubſtituted in 
its room another of your own ; 


againſt the true Apoſtolical Tra- 
dltion of that Doctrine, and 
the common Interpretation of 
the Scriptures throughout All 
the Ages of the Church of 
G _-- 


If it ſhould be thus, I ſay, 


as ſome, whoſe Learning and 


Piety are unqueſtionable, and 


who alſo have ſpared no Pains 
in the Reſearch, do apprehend 
and aſſert; in this Caſe an Ear- 


| neſt Contention for the Catholick 


Faith, and for the Revelation 


of 
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A LETTER 
of God as generally underſtood 
in the Church, where there is 
oppoſed to it no more than a 
private Interpretation of Scripture, 
ſhould (if not commended at 
leaſt) not be preſently and al- 
together condemned, though it 
may not ſeem to you written 
with all that Spirit of Meekneſs, 
which you have laid in your 
Claim for, in whomſoever ſhall 
appear againſt your Explication. 
Indeed it 15 much to be wiſhed 
that the Spirit of Meekneſs and 
Chriſtianity did more univerſally 
influence the Management of all 
our Diſputes both Religious and 
Civil; which I conceive may 
be very confiſtent with an Holy 
and Humble Zeal for God's 
Glory and the Defence of the 
Chriſtian Revelation; and with 


an earneft Contention for all the 


Great 


to Doctor CLARKE. XXVii 


Great Truths thereof, by the 
Word of God, and the Teftimo- 
ny of his Saints, even ſuch as 
were the Greateſt Lights of the 
Church 1n the earlieſt and pu- 
reſt Ages of it. To a fuller 
Diſcovery of theſe important 
Points if the following Papers 
may any ways contribute, you 
will not be diſpleaſed, I am con- 
| fident, with the Application 
E: which! is made to you by, 


Reverend SIR, 


Tas mot Faithful 


Novem. 16. Humble Servant, 
1713. | * 


Ros, NELSON. 
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5 1 
ERHAPS the Reader may wonder, 
ſmce Jeſus Chriſt is the End of the 
Law, and Moles and the Prophets are 
very where full of his Sacred Perſon z 
that there is little cited out of the Old 
Teſtament for a Proof of his Divinity in 
the following Obſervations ; eſpecially 
incè it is reaſonable to believe, That in 
fo frequent a Mention of Him as there oc- 
cura, ſomething mit be dropped in ſe- 
veral Places in relation to his Godhead, 
ar a proper Preparative for the greater 
Lizht of the Goſpel-Diſpenſation. But 
the Truth is, The Learned Dr. having 
confined his Enquiries to the New Teſta- 
ment, gave little Occaſion of making Ex- 
curfions into the Writings of the Old; 
tho I am well ſatisfied, from thoſe Wri- 
tings themſelves, from the Citations of the 
Apoſtles, and from the Interpretations 
of the Amients, that there is a rich 
Treaſure of Divine Authorities comain- 
ed in them, which giving and receiving 


Light from the New, are an able M. — 
| 2M 


The PREFACE. 


of the great Myſtery of the Son of God, 8 


in the hand of a Scribe that is well in- 
ſtructed to the Kingdom of Heaven, and 
knows, like the Houſholder, the Time and 
Mamner of bringing into View both the 
New and the Old, for the Profit and 
Pleaſure of thoſe that are entertained 
As for the Citations out of the Fathers, 
there would have been little needof them, 
bad there been any Certainty that the 
Doctor's Preface would have been always 
read with the Performance following it, 
or always temember'd- But for fear, leff 
the Contradiction charged on theſe good 
old Men might not haply occur to the Rea- 
der's Mind, in weighing the Paſſages 


which the Dr. alledges, and their whole 


Writings might ſuffer Dammage, and be 


judg'd of a Piece with the Senſe im po 


on.theſe few Paſſages : ] have made it 

Endeavour to ſhew, in ſome Inſtances, 
the little Ground which the Dr. had for 
placing thoſe Authors on the fide of bis 


Opinion; being verily perſuaded, that 


ſuch as are cited in theſe 2 Pa. 
pers, give great Light to the Doctrine of 
our Church, and confirm its Antiquity, as 


deduced from Scripture. 
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Scripture Doctrine 
OF TEE 


TRINITY, &c. 


C0 A P. J. 
Of GOD the FATHER. 


ATT. xix. I7. There is 
none good but One, (as, one 
p * Being) that is, God. 


There is no neceſſity for rendring 
he Word 4s by One Perſon, as the 
| [earned Dr. oc Fg ſince it may be as 

well 


2 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I. 
well or better done by One Being. For 
One (es) is Maſculine, by reaſon of its 
Relation to God, (x95 ;) and is no leſs 

fitted to repreſent Being, than it is Per- 
ſon ; ſince they are neither of them Maſ- 
culine. After the like manner is às uſed 
for One Thing, Galat. 111. 28. for ye are 
all one (as) in Chriit Feſus ; not one 
Perſon, for that is impoſſible 3 but one 
Thing, as the vulg. Latin reads it, Oms- 
nes enim vos Unum eftis in Chriſto Jeſu ; 
which Ferom explains thus. 
Tou are all one Body of Chriſt ; Om- 
nes unum Corpus eſtis Chriſti. Theodoret 
ays, The Term One, is m 65 arm tv 
iy nc, Uſed for One Body, 
Theophyl. explains it, as we are #95 
&y mug eopy?, all One Body, 
And doubtleſs the Greeks were pro- 
per Judges of their own Language. If 
then One (eis) ſignifies ove Thing or 
Body, in the Galatians, Why may it 
not ſignifie One Being in St. Matthew ? 
But after all, the Words might have 
been better rendred in our Engliſh Tran- 
ſlation, There is none good bur God 
alone; as they are in the vulg. Latin, 
Nemo bonus niſi ſolus Deus, Luke xvili. 
19. for ſo we render the very ſame 
Terms, 4 un «5 9 Geis, in Mark - 7: 
” 0 


A ay a 1 1 UK. a 


— 2 Q 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 3 
Who can forgive Sins but God only? 
Which the vulg. Latin confirms, ni/e 
ſolus Deus; and is juſtified by the Pa- 

rallel place, Luke v. 21. which puts 
56% . in the place of «s, Who can for- 

give Sins but God alone? d un H. 

0 Oeos; Which puts an end to the Criti- 
ciſm of Perſonality founded upon the 
Term eis. Te, 


II. Mark xii. 29. The firſt of all the 
__ Commandments is; Hear O Iſrael, 
the Lord (Fehovah)our God, the 
Lord (Fehovah) is + One, (or the 

* only one, that is, the only God.) 


+ So the Hebrew and Greek read it. 
* The Term One is uſed in this exclu- 


| five Senſe in the Old Teſtament, out 
| of which the Paſſage 1s cited; as for in- 


ſtance, what we render, and that Man 
periſhed not alone in his Iniquity, Joſh. 
xxli. 20. is in the Hebrew, and that 
(a) one Man periſhed not in his Iniquity ; (h 
and is paraphraſed thus in the Alex- 
andrian Manuſcript, () and tho this (5) Kol 


| | - ETO! eis 
one Man was alone, yet He periſbed ., 5, 


not alone in his Sin 7 and in the follow- un Ade 


ing Sentence, Icalled Him alone, Iſaiah f 0 ng 
Ii. 2, the Term alone is the rendring of 
B 2 the 


4 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. J. 
the Hebrew Word one. (See No ].) now 
in this very Senſe is the Lord our God 
ſaid to be One, that is, excluſive of the 
(ods of the Nations, among whom the 
ems were then Strangers, as the Text 
is explained Zech. xiv. 9, in that Day 
ſhall the Lord (or Jehovah) he One, (or 
the only God ;) and his Name One, (or 
be only invoked) in oppoſition to Idols, 
and their Names that were to be cut off 
From the Land, c. x111. 2. which is confir- 
med by comparing Deut. vi. 4. whence |: 
the Text is taken, with v. 12, 14. for |; 
Moſes having inculcated Love and Fide- 
tity to the One and only God, und en joyned 
them the Methods of preſerving them- |? 
ſelves and their Children after them, in- 
this Faith and Practice from v. 4. to v. Ic. 
he proceeds to caut ion them from falling 
away from the One God to the Gods of 
the Nat ions that were round about 
them, when they ſhould come into the 
Land of thoſe Jdolatrous People; which Þ 
is done from v. 10. to v. 15. and ſnews, 
That rhe Unity ef the Godhead and their 
adherence to him, 1s taught and com- 
manded in Oppoſition to the Multitude 
of falſe Gods, and the Worſhip paid 
them; and it is very probable that this 
Unity is generally, if not always, at- 
fir med 
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Wood 


Z himſelf, F.5. Theſe ſort 
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Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 


firmed in the Sacred Writings in this 


exclufive Senſe, as oppoſed to the Mul- 


titude of falſe Gods. 

As for the firſt Citation out of Atha- 
naſius contr. Gent. p. 6. it is plain from 
the Context, that the Unity of the 
Godhead affirmed in this Place, is not 
in Contradiſt inction to the Son; but 
to another unbegotten God or Prin- 
ciple, beſides the true One, conceived 
by ſome Hereticks 
of Evil. 


lu the ſecond Citation out of his Orat. 
3. contr. Arian. the Unity is aſſerted in 
like manner in Oppoſition, not to the 
Son, but to pretended Deities. 
thus Athanaſius explains 


of excluſive Terms are 
uſed not upon the account 
of the Son ; but to deny 
the Exiſtence of any other 
Being, like the Father and 7. 
his Word. | 

And he affirms the Son in this very 


avapeny TH 


Place to he Co- eſſential with the Father. 


Jrenæus was of the ſame Mind with 


Athanaſius, concerning the excluſive 
1 B 3 Terms, 


to be the Author 


For 
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The Scripture Doctrine Chap. J. 


Terms, that they did not affect the 
Son, when he ſays, 


Ita ut is quidem, 
qui omnia fecerit, That He, who made 
cum verbo ſuo juſts all things, is juſtly called 
dicatur Deus & with his Word, the Only 
Dominus Solus. Lib. God and Lord, 


Zo C. 8. 


Including the Son in the Only Lord 
God, and not excluding him by the 


Term Onl Y. See No v. and Tertull. adv. 
Prax. c. 18, 19. 


III. Mark x11. 32. There is n one Ged 
and there is none other but He. 


+ This referring to the foregoing 
Citation out of Deut. vi. 4. The Lord 


our God, the Lord is one, ſhews it 


muſt be underſtood i in the ſame exclu- 


five Senſe here, that is, in Oppoſition 


to falſe Gods ; as appears from the fol- 
lowing explicatory Sentence, And there 


7s none other but He, which is ſpoken 


of the true God i in Oppoſition to falſe 
Ones, Deut. xxxii. 37, 38, 39. 1/ai. xlv. 
20, 21. and therefore is not to be op- 


poſed to the Son. In which Senſe it is 
taken by Tertullian, who {ays, 


There- 
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Therefore there is one 
God the Father, and there 
is none other but He. By 
which Inference He does 
not deny the Son, but 4a- 
nother God. 

Again, that He fays, 
there ig no other God beſides 
himſelf, Iſai. xlv. 5. is 
ſpoken in reſpect of the 
Idolatry of the Gentiles and 
of the eos. 

Again, I am God, and 
there is none other beſides 
me ; Iſai. xlv. 21. Sept. 


| Heſhews himſelf to be the 


only one, but in Union 
with the Son. 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, . 7 


Jeirur unus Deus 
Pater, & abſque eo 
alius non eſt. Quod 
tpſe inferens, non 
filium negat, ſed 
alium Deum. 

Itaquæ præter ſe- 
met ipſum non eſſe 
alium Deum, hoc 
propter Idololatriam 
tam nationum quam 
Iſraelis. 

Ego Deus, & 
abſqʒ me alius non 
eſt, qui ſe unicum, 
ſed cum Filto oſten- 
dit. adv, Prax, c.18, 


Novatian follows him in the like In- 


terpretation, and ſays of 
God the Father; who ſays 
by the Prophet Iſai. xlv. 


21. Sept. I am God, and 


there is none beſide me 

who ſays by the ſame Pro- 

phet, Jfai. xlviii. 11. I 

will not give my Glory un- 

to another; that He may 

exclude all Heathens and 
8 4 


Qui dicit per Pro- 
phetam, Ego Deus, 
& non eſt præter 
me. Qui per eun- 
dem Prophetam res 


fert; Quoniam mas 


jeſtatem meam non 
dabo alteri, ut om- 


nes cum ſuis figs 


mentis Erhnicas ex- 
cludas 


8 The * Doctrine Chat p- J. 
cludat G. Here- Hereticks with their falſe 


71c0s, cap. 3. God's, or their own Invens 
. tion,. | 


Tho' then God Father be G e., 
or ſuch who derives his Being and God- 
head from no Cauſe ; yet {ſince the 
Terms One God are uſed in no ſuch 
Meaning in this Place, but in oppoſiti- 
on only to falſe Gods ; they ought not 
to be confined to the Father alone, as 
excluſive of the Son : Neither, indeed, 
does Aihanafius fo confine them in the 
Paſſage cited from him, under this Ar- 
ticle, but includes the Son i in tbe One 
God, ſaying, 


Eg: * 2 2 ds Ov The Son alfo is in that 
Tel eyi *} [IpwTy 8 () One, and Firs, and 
16, KC, Only God, Ge. 

And He tells us juſt before, that tho 
the Father be the One and 

E 98 Oess x& Oily God, and the Firft ; 
09 ., Ni Pw Tus yet thar theſe Titles are 
By * on eis drug. not ſpoken of him in ſuch 
ow 2 5 Us Afreliu. a manner, as to exclude 


the Son. 


(4) "Boa gy Ocoy = — Dalles 3 * T tov . 
We worſhip one God, who is both Father and Son, Orig. cont. 


Cell. lib. 8. ps 2d 
And 


I 


| Chap: I. of the Trinity, &c. 


And again, F.8, of the ſame Ora- 
tion. . 9 | 


Theſe and ſuch like ex- Ou ds avapeay 


4 & 


2 clufive Terms are not uſed v ys, 0% OY auady 
on the Son's account to 6&2 a , p 
2 exclude Him, but falſe ax es allimay 8 


Gods on y. Jebes. 


V. John xvii, 3. That they might 
know Thee the Only true God, 
and Jeſus Chri i whom Thou halt 
fent, © = 


+ The Term Only does not always ex- 


clude every thing elſe but the Subject to 
Z Which it is united; as Ecclus. xxiv. 5. 
Wiſdom ſays of her ſelf, I alone (n 
| compaſſed the Circuit of Heaven ; which 
ſurely does not exclude. the Father, 
| ſince Fob ſays of E ſebaddai, or the Al- 
mighty God, a Name appropriated by 
the Modern Arians to the Father, That 
Hie walketh in the Circuit of Heaven : If 
then the Term Only does not exclude 
the Father, we cannot neceſſarily infer 
| that it does the Son. And indeed it is 
| not underſtood to do ſo, as will appear 
from the following Authorities, that 
may be added to the foregoing Ne IT, III. 
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10 The PEP Dedrine Chap. I, 


Si noluiſſet ſe e- 
_ Deum intelligi, 
addidit, & 
oem miſiſti Jeſum 
Chriſtum, nf quo- 
niam &. Deum ac- 
cipi voluit?— Sed 
Deo junxit, ut G. 
Deum per banc con- 
junctionem, ficut 
eſt, intelligi vellet. 
Eft ergo credendum 
ſecundum pr æſcrip- 
tam repulam in Do- 
minum unum verum 
Deum, & in eum 
quem mf t Feſum 
Chriſtum conſequen- 
ter; qui ſe nequa- 
quam Patri, ut dixi- 


mus, junxiſſet, niſi 


Deum quoque in- 
relligi vellet. c. 24. 


Non intelligo qͤ. 


modo nobis d Deo 
vero ſeparandus ad 
fidem fit, qui non 


bi feparabiti: ad da- 


Novatian ſays, for if 
Chriſt would not have 
been thought God, why 
did He 20d, And CY 
Chriſt whom thou haſt ſent, 
except he had a Mind to 
be accounted God? But He 
joyned himſelf with God, 
that by this Union, He 
might be known to be 


God, as really He is; we 


muſt therefore believe, ac- 
cording to the foregoing 
Rule, in the Lord, the 


only true God, and by 


conſequence inJeſus Chriſt 
whom He ſent : Who 
would never, as we have 
{aid, have joyned himſelf 
with the Father, except 
He had been willing they 
ſhould have believed him 


to have been God, 


I cannot conceive, ſays 
St. Hilary, how it is ne- 
ceſſary to a right Faith, to 
{ſeparate the Son from the 
true God, who cannot be 

ſeparated 
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4 Work of our Salvation. 


And again, The Faith 
of the Church, which con- 
feſſes the Father to he the 
only true God, confeſſes the 
2 Son alſo. 
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St. Ambroſe ſays, 

The Evangeliſt in Wri- 
ting thoſe Words of our 
Lord, That they may know 
| Theethe onlytrue God, and 
Feſus Chriſt whom Thou 
| haſt ſent, has ſo united the 
| Father and Son together 
by the Conjunction, that 
no one can ſeparate Chriſt 


ſays the True God from the 
ne Majeſty of the Father; 
„ 108 for a Conjunction never 
The ſeparates, 

Wt Pha 

ated 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 


ſcparated from him in the /utem. 


De tid, Lib. 5. c. 2. 


De Trin, 
Lib. 9. p. 69. Edit, 
Pari ſ. 15 52. 


Eccleſiæ fides ſo- 
lum verum Deum 
Patrem confeſſa, con. 


fitetur & Chriſtum, 


le probably refers to the Nicene 
Creed, where He is called very God of 


Scribendo verha 
Damini, ut cognoſ- 
cant te ſolum ve- 
rumDeum,& quem 
miſiſti Jeſum Chri- 
ſtum, conjunct ionæ 
il; Patrem utique 
copulavit & Filium, 


ut Chriſtum verum 


Deum d Majeſtatę 


Patris nemo ſecer- 


nat ʒ nunquam enim 
comunctio ſeparat. 


This 


12 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I. 
This Doctrine is evidently founded 
upon Scripture, in which the Son is 
called, the true God and Eternal Life, 
1 Joh. v. 20. for that this relates to the 
Son and not to the Father, is clear, not 
only from the Conſtruct ion itſelf, but 
from Eternal Life joined with the true 
God, which is ſpoken of no Perſon in 
the preceding Part of the Epiſtle, but 

of the Son only; vid, inf. No 410, 
To what purpoſe then was ho exclu- 
live Term Only added, if the Son be 
true God ? It was in oppoſition to Idols 

and falſe Gods, 


'O Sattar es 80 ſays St. Baß, He 18 

vs Jol eis & ldi called true in Oppoſition N 
M0. N ⁰ falſe Gods. | 
adv.Eunom. Lib. 4. 
p. 106. 


Ax oh To % And Gregor. Nazians. 
Lc Yu oe ar Toy I] conceive the Words, that 
roy 4% Gear, they may know Thee the 
E 2 5 955 onely true God, are ſpo ken 
Th 2X „ f to exclude thoſe who are : 
Ora, 2 2 no Gods, tho? they are fo 
3. 8 * Zy el. called; for it would not 
. * oy ae have been added, and Feſt: 
Aus Ino Kerry, & Chriſt whom hon haſt ſent. 


if 


oo © N wil 2 an 


if the Terms the only True 
had been uſed in oppoſition 
to the Son, and the whole 
Expreſſion had not been 
meant of the Divine Na- 
ture in common to them 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, Ge. 2 1 


Tres xavoy s 
pnlo a0 wgvoy & - 
voy, & n gle 
2090s T Oed m. 2 
o Ae. Orat. 2. 
de Fil. p. 586. Edit. 


| both. | | Pariſ. N 


This Obſetvation upon the excluſive 
Term On, is juſtified out of Deut. xxxii. 


12. where it is uſed in oppoſition to 
falſe Gods, and not otherwiſe. The 
Lord alone did lead Him, and there was 
no flrange God with Him. 32 


The Citations out of Athanaſius ate 
to be explained by the Paſſages in 
Numb. 2. 3. adding only one Obſervati- 
on, that the Context ſhews, that in the 
laſt of thoſe Citations, the only trus 
God, is affirmed of the Father in oppo- 
fit ion to falſe Gods. © 


Origen indeed makes the only true 


God to ſigniſie the Father as he is aum- 


Ir O., God underived from any Cauſe; 
but perhaps it may be as difficult to 
prove this Senſe of the Words out of 
Scripture, which the Dr. profeſſes to be 
his Rule in theſe Matters, as it is 8 

| make 
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14 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I. 
make good the critical Remark of the 
ſame Father, that the Article d pre- 
fixed to Oeos appropriates the Name to 
God the Father; when it is evident, 
that the Son is called God with the ſame 
Article by his Diſciple Thomas, Joh. xxii. 
28. Osds uw And by St. Paul alfo 
in his Epiſtle to the Hebrews, C. i. v.8. 
which is taken from Pſal. xlv.6. to 
ſay nothing of Writers older than Ori- 
gen ; and even of Origen himſelf, who 
deſtroys his Criticiſm in his own Wri⸗ 
tings, as will appear from one Inſtance 
that may ſerve for others, peleugppo 3 
Oos 1ugy, which he uſes of the Son, 
Lib. 4. cont. Celſ. p. 170. 


VIII. 1. Cor. viii. 4. Me know that an 
Idol is nothing in the World, and 
that there is none other God butOne. 


Fere it is plain, that the Unity of the 
Godhead is affirmed in oppoſition toldols. 


Ver. 5,6. For though there be that 
are called Gods as there be Gods 
many, and Lords many. To us there 
7s but one God the Father. Re 


Here again the Unity of the God- 
head 1s oppoſed to the Multitude of 
pretended Deities ; and though the 4 a- 

5 : ther 


f 
. 


above all (as) Father. 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 15 


ther be ſaid to be the 9ne God; 


yet Is 


not this ſpoken to the Excluſion of the 
Son, who has been proved to be com- 


prehended i in the one God. No 2, 3. 


Treneus expreſſes himſelf after this 


manner, 


And thus it is proved, 
that there is one God the 
Father, who is above all, 
and thro? all, and in all; 


thro* all (as) Word: 


and in all of us (as) Spi- 


rit. For there is one 
Father, who is above all, 
and thro all, and in us all, 
OP iv. 6. 


per onniga, G in omnibus Nobis. Adv. Hareſ. 
lib. 3.0. 18. 


Er fic unus Deus 
Pater oftenditur , 
qui eff ſuper omnia, 
& per oma, 
in omnibus. Super 
omnia quidem Pa- 
rer per Omnia 
autem Verbum 


in omnibus autem 


nobis Spiritus 
quiaunus Pater, quz 


eft ſuper omnia, &. 


In theſe Words it is olain, that under 


one God the Father, 


15 contained the 


Word, who is thro all ; and the Spirit, 


which is in all; 


Ver. 6 


in which reſpect He is 
ſaid to be thro all, and 7 in all. 


And i in one Lord Jeſus Chriff. 


This 


N 
1 


2 


[ 


i 
5 
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16 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I; 


This is not added as if the Son were 
not comprehended in the one God the 
Father; as He is the Word; but for- 
aſmuch as the Son is not only God, but 


God and Man conſiſting of two Na- 


tures; and by reaſon of that Union 
cannot be comprehended, as to his 


whole Perſon, under any one of them; 


therefore does He ſeem to be mention- 
ed after God the Father, as a Being di- 
ſtinct from pure Deity, ſuch as the Fa- 
ther is ; though his ſuperior Nature, 


or God the Word, is comprehended in 


it. See No 5or. 


The Paſſage out of Mr. Me de, which 


ſays, that we have but One in each ſort 


of ſuperior and inferior Deities, ſuppo- 


ſes indeed, that the Father is the ſu- 


perior, and the Son the inferior Deity. 


But ſince He oppoſes the Son to the 
Baalim, or Demon Mediators of the 
Heathen, who were the inferior Dei- 


ties, and nothing more than the Souls 
of Men deified after Death, as he af- 
firms, Lib. 3. c. 4. it appears to be 


plain, that when he names Chriſt the 
inferior Deity, he means it in no o- 
ther reſpect, than in that of his deify'd 
Soul, or deify'd Humanity. And _ 

| ore 
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fore tells us, Chap. 6. That when the 
Athenian Philoſophers had heard Paul 
preach 7eſus riſen from the Dead, they 


Chap. L - of the Trinity, Ke. iv 


he RN rr 
n 28 
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encountred him on that account, as a 


| Setter forth of ſtrange Dæmon Gods, 


Auporicy, As xvii. 18. and that Cel. 
ſus in Orig. Lib. 8. calls Jeſus Chriſt 
the Chriſtian's Demon, becauſe he was 
honoured by them with Divine Wor- 
ſhip after Death, as their Lord and Sa- 
viour. | 


| LXVI. Adds v. 3, 4. Tolie tothe Holy 


Ghoſt. — thou haſt not lied unto 
Men, but unto God. 


If the Term God tan be applied to 
the Holy Ghoſt, (ſee No 1056, 1075, 
1132, 1211, 1248.) Why ſhould there 
be ſo much Pains taken to prove it to 


belong to the Father, who is not men- 


tioned in the Context? But if the Term 
God, cannot be applied to the Holy 
Ghoſt, how comes 1t about that when 
the Object of the Lie is ſaid by the 
Apoſtle to be not himſelf, but God, 
the Author of his Power and Miffion, 
it is yet affirmed to be the Holy Ghoſt > 


Since if the Holy Ghoſt be not God, 


but act by an * derived from 


him, 
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18 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. J. 


him, the Perſon of the Spirit would be 


as little affected with the Lie ſpoken, 


in compariſon of the Authority affront- 
ed in him, as the Perſons of the Apoſtles 
were affected by it in compariſon of the 
Authority affronted in them. Or if 
the Perſon of the Spirit were the Ob- 
ject of the Lie, by reaſon of the Autho- 
rity delegated to him, the Apoſtles | 
themſelves would have been the Objects 
of it alſo, from the ſame Authority | 
committed to them. Which is a Diff. 


culty that is not removed by the large 


Citations alledged by the Dr., becauſe, 
though it be — that God is pre- 


ſent in an eſpecial manner, whereſoever 


his Spirit is; and that He is affronted 


in thoſe, in whom his Spirit is, as be- 


ing preſent with them through the 
ſame Spirit, when the Affront is offer- 
ed ; yet does it not follow, neither can 
it be granted, that what is a Lye a- 
gainſt the Holy Ghoſt, ſhould be coin- 
paratively none againſt the Sons of Men, 
except it be true, That the Spirit is 


God. 


As for the Explication of Athanaſs aus, 


it is certain, that in the very Section out 


of which it is taken, He teaches the 
Effential Unity of the Spirit — 
| ES an 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 19 
and therefore looked upon the Sin a- 
gainſt the Holy Ghoſt to be done againſt 
God, as being both . One, tho 
Perſonally two. 
The Spirit of God (ſays +: Ive Ts Oer 
He) is no ſtranger to, at” T I * 5 
is not ſeparated from, the # Loias ine Hp A 
Divinity and Eſſence of rTexoy. De Incarn. & 


"Bm GS, cont. Ar. F. 13. See 
| alſo F. 9. 

f CLXXX. Galat. iv. 8. T. did ſervice 

* unto them which 2 Nature are no 

= Gods ; mais pm Quoe vr Oxots, 

The Comment on theſe Words i 1s, 


Unto God's which have no Being in Na- 
ture ; or to Gods, which in N ture (or 
in reality) have no Being. 

Firſt, then, this rendring is contrary 
to the two moſt antient Verſions: The 
Vulgar reads it according to our Tran- 
ſlation. 


Which by Nature are Oui naturd non 
, no Gods. YN | ſunt Dzi, | 


Co ; The 


20 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I. 


3 Thesyriac is more plain. 
Qui 5 2 jus Which by their own 
von ſunt Di. Nature are no Gods. 
Which is followed by the Arabic. 


"S-condly, The rendring in the Com- 
ment, is not agrecable to the Apoſtle's 


* 


Style of Writing. 


= or Fir#, He no where uſes quas for 
Nature in general, or the Syſtem of 


0 Natural Beings, as the Dr. ſeems to do; 
f for I conceive his Meaning is, That they 

| are Gods, which have no Exiſtence 
1 among natural or real Beings. 
l Secondly, Had quas, or Nature been | 
44 uſed by him in that general Notion, yet 
If would he have expreſſed himſelf by „ 
þ quart, and not obi alone, after the Par- | 
| „ ticiple of the Verb ſubſtantive; if in a 
1 Nature, and not by Nature, had been | 

1 his true Meaning, as will appear from 
1 the following Inſtances ; ö 
Rom. viii. 8. 04 5 & cup de. 


| Tube that are in the Fleſh, 
: Chap. i. 7. avis tow Gy WY, 
That be in Rome. 
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Chap. I. of the Trinity, Ke. 21 


neither am I conſcious of any one In- 


ſtance to the contrary, in all the Apo- 


ſtles Writings. | 


Thirdly, It pee be granted to ſignifie 


what the Comment would have 1t, yet 
is 1t not probable that the Apoſtle would 
have join'd it with ms wn dn, to ſigni- 


fie Things which have no real Being; 
| becauſe this latter Expreſſion would 


have done it of it ſelf, according to his 
Style in the like Caſes ; as Rom. 1v. 17, 


I Cor. i. 28. T% wn ovie, ſignifies Things 


which are not, or, have no Exiſtence ; 
which is agreeable to the Sepiuaginr, 


Iſai. xli. 11, 12. where torlas ws con 
2) . = 

„ns, has this Meaning, They ſball be as 
F they were not, or, had not been; or, 


as thoſe who have no Exiſtence at all. 
So in like manner may it be ſuppoſed, 


that the Apoſtle would have uſed mis 


Oeols ais pn Jo, to have expreſſed Gods 
who have no Exiſtence at all, or no real 
Exiſtence, had that been his Mind. 
But, Fourthly, quoe is uſed in this ve- 
ry Epiſtle to the Galatians, and in all 
other Writings of this Apoſtle for by 
Nature, and not for in Nature ; as the 


few Particulars will evince, 


C3 Galat, 
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Galat. ii. 15. Me who are 


Jews by Nature. 


Rom. ii. 14. Do by Na- 
ture he Things contained 


| in rhe Law. 


Eph. ii. 3. And were 
by — the Children of 
W rath, 


Gregory Men argues thus upon the 


f 2 1 the Gon be 


God without being God by 


Nature, let him look to 
that, who affirms it. But 


it He is no God, who is not 
God by Nature, - let them 


learn from 'the great Apo- 
ſtle, that they, who ſerve 


thoſe who are not Gods 


by Mane, do not ſerve 
God. , | 


Heb. 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 23 
ICCLXIV. Heb. iii. 3, 4. For this Perſon 
* | (vis. Chriſt) was counted worthy of 
| more Glory than Moſes, inaſmuch as 
I He whohath buildedithe Houſe,bath 
= more bonour than the Houſe, © 
| Por every Houſe is builded by ſome 
one; But He that built all Things 
u GOD. yes 
In theſe Words, v. 3. Chriſt is the 
Builder of the Houſe ; and the Church 
is the Houſe, v. 6. whoſe Houſe are we. 
And Moſes, having been a chief Servant 
in it, was a Part of the Houſe, and was 
as much exceeded by Chriſt in Glory, 
EF as the Houſe is by the Builder. And to 
prove that Chriſt was the Builder, he 
ſhews, Firſt, That the Houſe was not 
Self. exiſtent, but had a Cauſe, for 
every Houſe is builded by ſome One, 
F Secondly, That God was the Builder, 
becaule he built all things, of which the 
Houle is a Part. Now if this God is 
not Chrif, but a diſtin& Being from 
Him; how does the aſſerting one Being 
to be a Builder prove another to be 
Jo? Except it be upon the following 
Suppoſition, That the One never acts 
without the Other, or the Father with« 
put the Son ; which tho' it be indeed 
= C4 true, 


+ 
f 


[4 
1 


Nr 


24 


4 Prov. 
viii. 22. 


The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I. 
true, and ſo the Creation of the Father 


infers that of the Son; yet ſince that Rea- 
{on is not aſſigned in this place for the 


Inference, and the Inference may appear 
too remote, or not ſufficiently clear, if 


it be draun from the Premiſe, by means 
of a Suppoſition concealed in the Mind, 


and not expreſſed; it is natural to con- 


clude that Chriſt is meant by the Term 
God; eſpecially if we look back upon 


the beginning of this Epiſtle, where the 


Creation of the World, or of all Things, 
is attributed to the Son, Ch. i. 10. and 
conſider, that he building of tbe Houſe 
is given to Wiſdom, or the Divine + 
Word and Son of God, Prov. ix. 1. 


Wiſdom hath builded ber Houſe. - 


cCLXXXIX. 2 Per. i. 1. TheRighte- 


ouſneſs of our God and Saviour 
Fefus Chrift, 


If we determine the Senſe of theſe 
Words by the other like Expreſſions in 
Scripture, they will appear rather to 
belong to the Son than to the Father, 


The Words in the Original are thu 


Ts Oev vu, I; owTrpO Inos XA ü. Th 
like to which are N 
J 1 N 


Tz 


"$.% 


Chap. I: of the Trinity, lc 


T3 Kuels * g oxrnpO. Inos Reugs, 
Of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chrif, 
v. II. and Ch. iii. 18. 


Now theſe latter are evidently under- 
ſtood of one Perſon, as appears from the 


Doxology immediately following, that 
is directed to one, and not more; 79 
Him be glory, &c, c. iii. 18. 

Of the like Conſtruction are, 


T Kvele x names Inos XR ets. 

07 the Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, 
e. . 20" 

Ts Kugyy Y cwmeys. 

Of the 7 Lord and Saviour, c. iii. 2. 


Which I think both belong to the Son 
alone ; neither do I know any one Place 
of the ſame Conſtruction and Terms 
that may ſeem to contradi& this Re- 


mark, except it be the following, 


T3 plas Ses g c dess 2 Inos 
Res. 

The great G od and our Saviour Jaſus 
Chriſt, Tit. 11. 13. 


Which 


| 25 


26 


(a) Pro- 


trept. p. 6. 


Edit. Par. 
1629. 


The Scripture Docrrine Chap. I. 
Which yet is underſtood by Clemens 
Alexandr. (a) of God the Son alone, 
and by Greg. My. alſo in his Book 
againſt Eunom. p. 265. and their Inter- 
pretation may be confirmed from the 
Word E+pav«x, uſed in the Context, 
which relates to the Appearing of no 


other Perſon in the remaining Part of 


the New Teſtament, but of the Son 
only. | 8 
CCCXL. Mat. xix. 17, Why calleſt thor 
me Good? There is none Good, 
ut One (s, one Being) that is 
God. Or, There is none Good: but 
God alone, See No 1. 


That Clemens Alexand. included the 
Son in the one gend God, is evident 


from the following Words, that are in 


the very next Page to the Paſſage cited 
by the Learned Dr. under this Number, 


"Qs 20 Tis x So that it is truly evi, 
belas lp mr dent, that che God of all 


ov mayToy Oed we is the one only Good, and 


pgvoy #) & Javoy, di- Juſt Creatour, namely, the 
c“ nu o Son in the Father 3 to 
Sy IIxlęꝭ w n db g is whom be Glory for ever 
Ts cu@vas ⁰⁷ͥ̊³ðn, and ever, Amen, See allo 


Anw. Pædag. lib. I. Ne 35. 


Pe 119. 


The 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 


The Citation out of Athanaſ. has 
been already explain'd No a. and ex- 


| cludes not the Son from the one good 


God. 


And when Novatian uſes theſe 
Words, a 


Whom alone the Lord Quem A ne- 


juſtly pronounces to be ritò bomm pronun- 


good. ciat Dominus. 


He cannot be ſupp oſed to o ſhut out the 
Son from the eflential Goodneſs of the 
Father, becauſe he makes him to be of 
one Subſtance with the Father, c.xx111. 
31. As for Self-originated, and begot- 
den, they do not appear to be eſſential, 
but perſonal Characters, inferring not 
A Difference of Subſtance, but a diffe- 
rent manner of having their Subſiſtence; 
the Son receiving it by Generation 
from the Father, which denominates 
him begotten, the Father having it 
without receiving it from any other, 
which names him Self- -originated, Sec 
Ne 591, 


CCCLXXI.. Rom. xi. 35. Of 155. and 
through him, and to bim are all 
things, Of 


28 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I. 
Of him, as he is Father; through 
him, as he is Son; to (or rather in, for 
ſo the Particle as is frequently uſed) 
him, as he is the Holy Gho#t, | 


"WD All things exiſt by his 
—_ 251 e Command, ſo that they are ; 
2 * 7 of him ;, and are order'd by 5 
e Jin &+ Verlo nis Word, ſo that they are 
2% aig efia, ut per through him, ſays Nouatian 
0 int. c. 3* upon the Place. See No g. 
5 IC ; Iin. | and 382. 


CCCLXXXII. Eph. iv. 6. One God and 
Father of all, whois above all, and 
through all, and in you all. 
This is underſtood of the Trinity, by 


Tren. Lib. 5. c. 18. No 8. and 372, 


CCCXCV. Tir. ii. 13. The appearing 
of the Glory of the great God, ana 
our Saviour Feſus Chriſt. 


See this Text explained, Ne 289. 


CCCCX. 1 John v. 20, 21, This is the 
true God and Eternal Life.- 
Keep your ſelves from Idols. 


2 — — 5 ro * ² Ty ES ͥgs W ] Dy 


The Comment upon this Text is 
ſomething ſtrained and nay: 
: IT bis 


__ 


ww 1 *% Cv U& 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 
This (this Knowledge of God in his Son 
Feſus Chriſt) is the true Religion, and 
the way to eternal Life. I wiſh ſome 
Inſtances had been given, in which the 
true God is uſed for the true Religion 
But I ſhall endeavour to ſhew, That the 
Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt is underſtood by 
theſe Words. 


Firſt, From the general Deſign of the 
Epiſtle ; which is not to teach the Truth 
and Exiſtence of the One only God, in 
Oppoſition to Idols, but according to 
c. v. v.13. to encourage the Believers 
to continue in the Faith of the Son of 
God, by aſſuring them that they had 
Eternal Life by virtue of that Faith, but 
not without it, v. 12. And therefore the 
Apoſtle begins his Epiſtle with the Word 
of Life, or Son, c.1.v.1. and proceeds 
to ſpeak of Him, and of our Salvation 
by Him, throughout the whole Diſ- 
courſe ; and concludes it with the fol- 
lowing Truth, as the Reſult of all he 
had been ſaying, namely, that the Son of 
God, Jeſus Chriſt is himſelf the true 
God, and the only way to Eternal Life, 
or rather, Eternal Life it ſelf ; and 
that therefore they ought to keep them- 


{elves from Idols, or from all _—_— 
0 


90 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. J. 


of approaching God beſide this Divine 
Perſon, ending his Epiſtle, as he began 


his Goſpel, with the Divinity of the 
Mord. 


Secondly, From the Context, and that 
firſt, in reſpect of the Term «>nvwss, 
True, which is rarely apply'd to the 
Father, but frequently to the Son in 
St. John's Writings. As for Inſtance, 
in an Emphatick Senſe, with the Ar- 
ticle 6, it does not ſeem to have been 


once us'd of the Father, whereas it is 
ſpoken of the Son after this manner, not 


only in the Context, as ſhall be made to 
appear by and by; but in Rev. ili. 7. 
where it is written, Theſe things ſaith 
He that is holy, He that is true, o adn- 
dos, that is, Chriſt, who 1s the 
Perſon ſpeaking to all the Churches, 
T cite not Chap. vi. 10. becauſe it 


does not ſo evidently appear to belong 


to Chriſt, tho' the greater Probability 


is on that Side, if it be compared with 
Rev. xix. 11. which certainly belongs 


to him. | 
Again, The ſame Term without an 
Article, is but twice uſed of the Father 
in the Writings of the ſame Apoſtle, 
and that in his Goſpel c. vii. 28. and 
xvii. 8. whereas it is frequently ä 
0 
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Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c; 31 

of the Son, partly without an Article, 

and partly with one, as He is conſider'd 

under certain metaphorical Characters, 

| according to the following Citations, 

Fobn 1.9. vi. 32. 1 John 11.8. Rev. 

Iii. 14. xix. IT. Tn the laſt of which 

it is faid, that He that ſar upon him 

(the white Horſe) was called Faith- 

ful and True, as if True were a Name, 

or Attribute more particularly the 

Son's. 2 
Theſe general Remarks are a ſtrongg 

Prejudice in favour of the common In- 

terpretation, that the true God is the 

Son of God; but the whole Verſe will 

more particularly ſnew it, which runs 

thus, And we know that the Son of 

God is come, and hath given us an un- 

derſtanding that we may know him that 

7s true, ( «Anbivor*) and we are in 

him that is true (& Tf αονẽ) even 

in bis Son Feſus Chriſt. This ts the 

true God and eternal Life, In which 

it is plain, that the Terms in him that 

ic true are explain'd by in his Son; fo 

that no Doubt can be made, but that 


e the Word True belongs to Chrift ; the 
le, Difficulty is, whether the firſt Expreſ- 


nd | ſion, that we may know him that is True, 
ad belongs to the Son alſo, And here I 
of = think 


32 


The Scripture Doctrine Cliap. I. 
think it is certain, that the Application 
of the ſame Phraſe to Chriſt in the ſame 
Verſe, is a ſtrong Probability that this 
is ſpoken of Him alſo, ſince there is 
nothing in the Context, that appears to 
contradict it, and the Senſe of the Ex- 
preſſion will evidently allow it: For 
moſt certainly Jeſus Chriſt came 1nto 
the World to bear Teſtimony to him- 
ſelf, that he was the true Meſſiah, and 
to give Men an underſlanding to re- 
ceive his Teſtimony, as is evident from 
John xviii. 37, 38. Pilate ſaid unto 
him, art thou a King? (the King of 
the Fews, v. 33.) Jeſus anſwered, 
Thou ſayeſt that I am a King, (the King 
of the Jews.) To this end was I horn, 
and for this cauſe came I into the World, 
that I ſhould bear witneſs to the Truth, 


(to his being the King of the Jews.) 


Every one that is of the Truth, hear- 


eth my Voice, (hath an underſtanding 


to receive his Teſtimony, or know 
him to be the King of the Jews, or 
the True Meſſiah.) It is probable 


then from this Evidence, that rhe 
Underſtanding, which the Son of God 


gave Men, to know him that is true, 


was to know himſelf as the zrue Meſ- 


ſiah, and King of the Jews, and ex- 
_ pected 


| Chap. l. m of the Trinity, CC. 7 
\ | pected Saviour ; and under this Cha- 
fracter of the true Meſſiah, King, and 
s | Saviour, who bears witrieſs to the Truth 
s of his own Perſon, is He well oppoſed 
o | to the o Ilowegs, the Wicked One, the 
„Devil, v. 19. 20. Who is a Lyar, and 

| the Father of a Lye, Joh. viii. 44. Who 
will pretend himſelf to be that which he 
1s not, and whoſe greateſt and moſt no- 
torious Lye will conſiſt in denying the 
Truth, that was atteſted to by Chriſt, 
namely, That Jeſus Chriſt is "a true 
Meſſiah, the King of the Fews ; or that. 
| Jeſus Chriſt came in the 7 F leſh, or +1 Eb. l. 


3 21, 2 
as Origen expreſſes it, v6 . 


Lib. 3. 2 128. 


And in lubſtituting another i in the place 

of Chriſt, 2 The,. 11, If then the Term 

tele be rarely uſed of the Father in the 

Writings of St. 7%n, but frequently of 

the Son; if never of the Father in the 

fir it Epiſtle : if it belongs to the Son in 

the Context, as He is the zrue Meſſiah, 

King and Saviour : and as He is the 

Amen, the faithful Ts true Witneſs * * Revel. 
in iii. 14. 


| | That God came in a human _ Ocoy tdudire 
Soul and Body. | | oy 5. ail um Luan x Xy 
owgm, cont. Cell. 
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34 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I, | 


in Oppoſition to the Wicked one, the 
Lyar, and falſe Witneſs; and if the 
Term this, in Grammatical Conſtructi- 
on, generally refers to the laſt Noun, 
what, but apparent Prejudice, can de- 
termine any one to underſtand the Ex- 
preſſion, This is the True God, of any 
other but the Son? Eſpecially fince it 
was given to the Son in the earlieſt 
Times, as appears from Irenæus, who 
ſays, | 


FR 


Neque Prophetæe, That neither the Pro- 
neque Apoſioli, ali- phets nor Apoſtles have na- 
um Deum nomina- med any other, God, —— 
verunt— præter ve- beſides the True and Only 
mm & ſolum Deum. God. | 


But then he grants the Son to be cal- 
led God in an abſolute Senſe, c. vi. 
and ſays, „ 


Ab omnibus ac- That He receives Teſti- 
cipiens teſtimonium mony from all Things — 
—— quoniam vere that He is truely God, from 

Deus, à Patre, a the Father, from the Holy ö 
Spiritu, & ab An- Ghoſt, and from Angels,, 
gelis, &c. Lib. 4. Ge. Fo 


N There- 


vi. 


U- 
IM 


ply 
els, 


re“ 


Faith, 


5 Oed zAnlivov. | 
Secondly, The following Part of the 


the eternal Life ; 
this eternal Life, muſt be the Son 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, Ke. 


Therefore did he look upon the Son 


to be true God. 


Melito gives Him the ſame Title of 


true God, Oeds nis, in his Fragment, 


in Cave” 8 Hiſt. Li 


The Church of Feruſalen confalied 
Him to be ſuch in their Creed, calling 
Him Oey %Andiroy, 


And the Univerſal Church, or Ge- 
nerality of Chriftians, had the ſame 
and publickly declar'd it in a 
general Council about the beginning of 
the fourth Century, as appears from the 


Nicene Creed, which ſtyles him alſo, 
See No 534. 


Context, Eternal Life, is another Ar- 


gument that the Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt 


is underſtood by the true God. For it 
_ not appear that thoſe Terms are 

oken of any other Perſon in the whole 
15 piſtle, but of the Son only; asc. i. 2. 
v. 11, 12, 13. if then the Son be 
the rue God, who is 
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36 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. I. 


CCCCXI, Jude v. the 4th. Denying 
the + only Lord God, and our 
Lord Feſus Chriſt. 


+ See No 2, 3. 


We muſt not underſtand the Cita- 
tion out of Pearſon, as if that learned 
Author meant that the Son, as well 
as other Beings, received his Power 
from the Father, either by Donation or 
Permiſſion ; for he ſays, p. 141. Edit. 7. 

That God was always Father, as always | 
God; which ſeems to import, that the 
Character of Father depends upon the 
Godhead, and not upon the Will; 8 
that he 1s as neceſſarily Father as God; 
and conſequently that the Son is as ne- 
ceſſarily Son, as the Father is Father; 
and that therefore his Power founded 
: 1 5 
upon his Nature, is no more by bare N 
Donation from the Father, than his * 

very Being. 


01 
CCCCXLIV. Matt. vi. 9. Our Farber, , 
which art in Heaven, &c, 2 


+ Tertullian in his Comment on the Pe 
Lord's Prayer, written before he was a 


Montaniſt, 


\ 


Py "3 frag — 


Chap, I. of the Trinity, &c 


Montaniſt, comprehends the Son under 


the Name Father, ſaying, . 


The Son alſo is invoked Item in Patre Fi- 
in the Father, lius inuocatur. c. 2. 


And he ſays of Chriſt, who taught 


the Prayer, 


| God only could teach Deus ſolus docere 
| how He would have Him- potuit, ut ſe vellet 
ſelf be pray'd tO. | orari. C. 9. | 


DI. 1 Tim. ii. 5, For there is * One 
8 God, and 15 One Mediator bes 
tween God and Men. | 


* In Oppoſition to falſe Gods. See 


No 2, 3, 8. 5 

7 The mentioning the Son here after 
the One God, is not an Argument that 
He is excluded out of the One God, but 


that He is ſomething more than pure 


Deity, a Mediator made up of God and 
Man ; and therefore was to be ſpoken 


of diftinaly by Himſelf, See Ne g. 


That the Notion of very God and very 
Man was comprehended 1n the meaning 
of the Word Mediator ; or, that the 
Perſon ſo named was believed to be true 
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- 4 The Scripture Dockyine Chap. J. 


God and true Man, will appear from 
the follow ing Authorities. 5 
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Yo T aa 78 


YT Pas, 65 &y A 
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| cySpmey, fen 


borh Friends; 
ſent or unite "Man to God, 
and make God known to 


\. 


Treneusſays, He Chriſt) 


united Man to God; for 
except Mz: had overcome 


the Adverſary of Man, the 
Enemy could not have been 
conquer'd fairly, And a- 
gain, except God had given 
Salvation, 
have enjoyed it ſecurely; 
and except Man had been 


united to God, He could 


not have been Partaker of 


Incorruption: For it be- 


came the Mediator of God 
and Men, by his proper Re- 
lation to each (of the Par- 
ties,) to bring them to an 
Agreement, and make them 
and to pre- 


Men. 


3 el 7 1 Secv. Lib. 3 3· vo 20. 


In which Words it is plain, that the 
great Deſign of the Son's Incarnation was 
according to this Authour, to unite Man 


imme- 


we could not 


* wad Yor - Moan . ß ,, . 


— es we HR + 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 39 
immediately to the 2s God ; and that 
this was to be performed in his own 
Perſon, by uniting his own Divine 
Nature, or Himſelf, as God, to the 
human Nature, as Irenæus explains him- 1694 
ſelf a little after: For if his own Di- 16 
vine Nature was not true God, and no 
human Nature can ariſe to a ſublimer 
Union with God than that of the Son; 
it will follow, That no human Nature 
can be immediately united to the true 
God ; which is contrary to the Intent 
of the Father's Reaſoning, which is to 
ſhew the immediate Union of Man 
with the true God; by the immediate 
Union of Man with God in the Perſon 
of Chriſt. 


+ The Word was that Quod autem pa- 
which it appeared to be; rebar, hoc erat; De- 
namely, God reſtoring in ms hominis antiquam 
himſelf the old created plaſmationem in ſ8& {| 
Nature of Man. recapitulans. Ibid, 00 
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Tertullian ſays, He is Lic Sequeſter Dei 
called the Mediatour of atq; Hominum ap- 
God and Men from that pellatus ex utriuſq; 
which is committed to him partis dæpoſito com- 
by both Parties, (or, from :niſſo ſibi. De Re- 
the Nature of both Parties ſur. Car. c. 5 t. Edit. 
communicated to him.) De La Cerda. 
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40 The pre Doctrine Chap. J. 


Hippolytus has theſe Words, 


Ut Jemonſtretur 
1 quidem in 


fe habere ſubſtan- 


iam, ſcil. Dei G. 


Hominum, ſicut A- 
pottolus ait: Me. 


diator quidem Dei 


Hominum, Homo 
Chriftus 2 2 
oportebat ergo ut 
Chriſtus factus Me- 
diator Dei & Ho- 
minum, ab utriſque 
arrbabonem quan- 
dam acciperet, ut 
 appareat Mediator 
| duarum naturarum. 


Vid, Leon. ad voc. 


cont. Neſt. & Eat. Lib. 1. p. by. Tom. 6. Bibl. | 


So chat it may be de- 


monſtrated, That he has 


both Subſtances in him- 


ſelf, namely, that of God, 
and that of Men. z as the 


Apoſtle ſays, the Mediator 


CEOS God and Men, the 
Man Chrift Fe ſus. 


It was fitting therefore 
that Chriſt, who became 


the Mediatour between 
God and Man, ſhould re- 
ceive an Earneſt or Pledge 
from both (Parties,) that 
He might appear to be the 
Mediator between the two 


Natures. 


Patr. an Col. Agri p. 


Cyprian ſays thus, 


Deus cum homine 
v ſcetur. Hic Deus 
uoſter, hic Chriftus 
ef, Qui Mediator 


God is united to Man. 
This 1s our God, this 1s 
Chrifft, Who being the 


Mediator between two, af- 
ſumed 


Chap. I. of the Trinity, &c. 
ſumed Man, that he might 


bring him to the Fa- 
ther. od 


Novatian ſays, For if 


he came to Man, that he 
might be the Mediator 
between God and Men, 1t 
was neceſlary that he 
ſhould be with Man, and 
that the Word ſhould be- 
come Fleſh, that he might 
unite in Himſelf both the 
things in Earth, and the 
things in Heaven, 1n per- 
fe& Concord; while he 
Joined God to Man, and 
Man to God, by the Uni- 
on of the Pledges (or Na- 


tures) of both Parties in 


his own Perſon, 


bum carnem 


41 
duorum ', bominem 
induit, quem Pere 


ducat ad Patrem. 


De Idol. vanit. p.15, 
Edit. Oxon. 


| Quoniam fi ad 
hominem veniebat, 
ut Mediator Dei &. 
Hominum efſe de be- 
ret, oportuit illum 
cum eb eſſe, & Ver- 
Heri, 
ut in ſemetipſo con- 
cordiam confibula- 
ret Terrenorum pa- 
riter atque cœleſti. 
um, dum utriuſque 
partis in fe connec 
tens f pignora, G. 
Deum homini, & ho- 


minem Deo co pula- 
ret. de Trin. c. 18. 


+ Note, That which he calls here 
utriuſque partis pig nora, is in Irenæus, 
® tas Webs trgmpss vixadmlO» ; in 
Tertullian, utriuſque partis depuſito ; 
and in Hippolytus, ab utriſque arrhabo- 


nem 5 


[ 


Ms I" Scripture Doffrine Cha p- J. 


nem; which is explained by, utramg; 
Subſtantiam, ſcil. Dei & Hominum. 


DXXXII. Revel. xxii. 9. Worſhip God. 
Cyprian reads or explains N thus. 


Feſum Dominum Worſhip the Lord 


adora. De bono Jeſus, 
Pat. p. 152. Edit. 


er 
* 
char. 


( 


Chap. IT. of the Trinity, &. 43 


CHAP. II. 
Of the Son GOP). 


DXXXIV. T UKE i. 16, 17. Many 9 
5 1 —ſball He (John the | 1489 
Baptiſt) Turn to the Lord their —V 
God ; and He ſball go before Him, 1 
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The Dr's Remark is very good, that 1 
the Words (the Lord their God) are 
jn ſtrictneſs of Conſtruction immedi- 
* ately connected with the following "$94 
% Word, Him ; which muſt neceſſa- Ch 
rily be underſtood of Chriſt, did He 43 
not endeavour to ſpoil the Conſequence 1 
of it, by his References to No 538, and Wt. 
I Thegreat Difficulty, which that learn- 1 

ed Gentleman makes of underſtanding 120 
the Words of Chriſt, is a n | $5 
ee LEED | ; | , that 4 1 


++ The Scripture Doctrine Chap, ""Y 


that according to the whole Analogy of || ( 
Scripture (I ſuppoſe He means the Old ; 
Teſtament as well as the New) they + 
cannot but ſignifie the Father ; which if F 

J ſhew to be a Miſtake, then the Strict 1 
neſs of Conſtruction ought to take place, 8 
and determine them for the Son. 7 
Il will begin firſt with the New Te [7 
ſtament ; in which Thomas calls the Son, be 


my Lond and my God, Joh. xx. 28. and qt 
if He was the Lord God of Thomas, He 
was, without doubt, as much the Lord th 
God of every believing Iſraelite ; in Sc 
Rev. xxii. 6. He is called the e God oo 
of the Holy Prophets, as will appear 1 
from the Context, e Lord God of the de 
Holy Prophets ſent his Angel to ſhew unto int 
his Servants the Things which muſt fe 
| foortly be done Now the Perſon who pre 
ſent the Angel for this purpoſe, is Jeſus the 
Chriſt, v. 16. 1 Jeſus have ſent mine for 
Angel to teſtifie unto you theſe Things in ili. 
the Churches; Which is confirmed c. i. 
v. 1. The Revelation of Feſus Cbrit, 
which God gave unto him, to ſhew (that 
He, Jeſus, might ſhew) unto his Ser- 
vants things which muſt ſhortly come 
to paſs ; and He (Jeſus) ſent and | 
 feenified it by bis Angel unto his Servant 
ohn. If then God the Father did not 


immediately 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, WS, = 45 


immediately ſend the Angel himſelf, but 
revealed the Secret to Jeſus Chriſt, that 
He (as Mediator) might have the Ho- 
nour of ſending it by his Angel to his 


Servant 7ohn; it will follow, that the 


Lerd God of the Holy Prophets, who 
ſent his Angel, is Jeſus Chriſt, and if He 
be the Lord God of the Prophets, He is 
queſtionleſs of the Church alſo. 

But if He had not been ſo called in 
the New Teſtament, which treats of the 
Son in reſpect of his Humiliation or In- 
carnation chiefly, and of the Benefits 
reſulting from it; yet ſecondly if he 
be ſo called in the Old Teſtament, as 
interpreted by the New, this is ſuf- 
ficient to ſhew, that Lord God is not ap- 
propriated to the Father, according to 
the whole Analogy of Scripture, As 
for Inſtance, 1/ai, xl. 3. is cited Luke 
111. 4. thus, The Voice of one crying in 
the Wilderneſs, prepare ye the way of 
the Lord, make his Paths ftraight, But 
in Iſai. it is thus, Make ſtraight in the 
Deſert 2 Highway for our God. In 
which Application of the Text by St. 
Luke it is evident, that by the Voice is 
underſtood Fobn the Baptiſt; and by 


the Perſon, whoſe Way he was ſent to 


prepare, 
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The Scripture Doctrine Chap. II. 
prepare, Jeſus F Chriſt; but this Per- 
ſon is called Lord (Jehovah, ) and God 
(Elohijm) or, our God, that is, the 
God of the Jews. Therefore Jeſus 
Chriſt is the Lord God, or, Jehovah 
Elohijm, the God of the Fews, no leſs 
than of the believing Gentiles; and may 
well be the Lord God, to whom many 
were to be converted. But to proceed ; 
In Iſai. xl. v. 9. it is ſaid of him, Say 
unto the Cities of er Behold your 
God. And v. 10. Behold, the Lord God 
will come with ſtrong Hand, and his 
Arm ſhall rule for bim. Ver, 11. He 
ſhall feed bis Flock like a Shepherd: 
For the Son 1s the' good Shepberd, 
John x. 11. and the chief Shepherd, 
1 Pet. v. 4. The ſame Perſon in the 
Proceſs of this Chapter , for there are 
no Tokens of a Change of Perſon, is 
called alſo ihe Everlaſting God, the 
Creator of the Ends of the Earth, and 
the Workmanſhip of the Heavens is at- 
tributed to Him. 1 
Again, when the Apoſtle ſaith , Let 
the Angels of God worſhip Him (the Son,) 


Heb. i. 6. the Context out of which it 


is taken, Deut. xxxii. 43. both in the 


Sept. and Hebrew, ſnew the Perſon ſpo- 
I will | 


ken of to be the Lord God. 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 47 
| I will add but one Inſtance more out 
| | of the ſame Epiſtle and Chapter, v. 10. 
Ge. in which, Part of the 102 Pſalm is 
applied to Chriſt; now in the Epiſtle. 
he is only called Lord, but in the 
: Pſalm, v. 24, immediately preceding the 
Citation, he is called God, O my God, 
rale me not away, Kc, 
j Iwill proceed from Scripture to Au- 
3 thority, and here we ſhall find the moſt 
5 
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Tuſtin ſays, That Chriſt "On KO. dw 5. 
who is Lord and God, &c. Xęigds »j Oeds. Dial. 
Edit. Steph, 
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e And God the Father is the Ange mm cum * Th 
is | Cauſe of his (the Son's) be- #) — 9 Kveiw 4 
ing — both Lord and God, Oed. Ibid. p. 121. 


t- Irenæus ſays, No Nemo — alius— 
other — 1s named God, or Deus mominatur, oF 

et called Lord, but He whois aut Dominus appel- 
,) the God and Lord of all — latur, niſi qui eff 
it and his Son Jefus Chriſt omnium Deus G. Th 
he our Lord, Dominus Ex 1375 
* e bujus Filius Je ſus 2 
Chriſtus Dominus noſter. Lib. 3. c. 6. 7 
my -. Clem. 35 
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f Therefore 


\ 8 o 
Atx T&gT TU eis 


by Gr big duony av- 


Dpcomoy, T QiAdyEpa - 
. Geo SM õ- 


"Tu KUeA , Y d õẽ. 
Pædag. Lib. 2. p. 


182. Edit. Pari). 


Scimus Dei no- 
men & Domini, & 
Patri, & Filio, & 
Spiritui Sancto con 
venire. Tertul. adv. 
Trax. . 1 


Ex hi rebus 
ſuperioribius Divi- 
nitatem Chriſti ſo- 
 nantibus, Dominus 


Chriftus Feſus & 


Deus, quod Hæreti- 
ci nolunt eſſe, mon- 
Fratur. c. 17. 


Clem. Alex. 
Him, on whom they did 
not believe as Man, they 
will acknowledge to be 


the Merciful and Juſt Lord 


God. | 


Tertullian. We know 
that the Name of God 
and Lord, belongs to the 
Father, 
Ghoſt. 


Novatian. From what 
has been already alledged, 
to prove the Divinity of 
Chriſt, it is demonſtrated, 
that Jeſus Chriſt is Lord 
and God, which the He- 
reticks deny, - 


The Synod of Antioch ſays, 


OS "Aſn me 
ITzlegs d yss ber, av- 
Tos KUE. x, Oc0s 
. Epiſt. Synod. 
Antioch, ad Paul. 

Samoſ. 


The Meſſenger of the 
Father is the Son, who 
himſelf is Lord and God. 


And 


Son, and Holy 


1 


of the Trinity, &c. 
And to conclude all, tho' more might 


have been cited on this occaſion, Euſe- 
bius Zh the Son, 


Chap. I. 


Toy Ig Hons 


The Lord and God of cimiyrwy Xu ekov Xy 
Oeoy. Eccleſ. Hiſt. 


all created Things. 
CA 


And abſolutely Lord God ; 
The Lord God is ſaid to 


ham. of Ae ERH. 


If the many Citations of theſe Au- 
thors out of Scripture ſhould be pro- 
duced, in which the Perſon, ſpoken of 
as LordGod, is interpreted by them to 
be the Son of God, it would tire the 
Reader as well as the Writer: What 
has been already urged does ſufficiently 
ſhew their Opinion of the Son: And if 
we would know more, their large 
Writings will teach us the Scriptures, 
on which it was founded, and their In- 
terpretation of the Scriptures will teach 
and inſtruct us what Doctrines and Ex- 
poſitions of the Sacred Writings, were 


handed down to them by Tradition 


from their Fathers. 


* Of 
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Of the Importance of the Title Lord 
God, Irenæus ſhall be Witneſs, who af 


firms, 


Neque arts Ho- 
minus, 
ritiss Sanus, ne- 
que A poſtoli eum, 
qui non Het Deus, 
definitive &. abſo- 
tute Deum nomind{/- 
ſent aliquanao, niſs 
eſſet vere Deus, ne- 
que Dominum ap- 
pellaſſent aliquem 
ex ſud per ſond, niſi 
qui dominatur on- 
nim Deum Pa- 
trem, &. Filium 
ejus, qui g ominium 
accepir 4 
c. 6 


neque Shi- 


rules over all, 


atre ſus omni conditionis. 


That neither the Lord 
himſelf, 
Choſt, nor the Apoſtles 
would at any time have 


called him, who was not 


God, expreſly and abſo- 
lutely God, if He had not 


been truly Gold : nor have 


named any one Lord in his 
own Perſon, but He who 
namely, 
God the Father; ; and his 
Son, who has received from 
Him the Dominion over 
all Creatures. 


Lib. 3. 


And then affirms Father and Son to 
be called Ged and Lord by the Holy 
Ghoſt, which is an 8 that He 


looked upon the Son to be true God and | 


Lord, like the Father, 


And 


nor the Holy 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 51 
And leſt any notwithſtanding, 
ſhould conceive the Son to be ſuch a God 

to the inferior Creation, as Moſes was 

to Pharaoh, He diſtinguiſhes, laying, 


Moſes indeed — was Er ipſe autem 
ſaid to be a God to Pharaob, Moſes — Deus qui- 
Exod. vii. 1. But He was. dem dictus eſt ante 
not called iruly Lord, nor Pharaonem ; non 
God by the Prophets, but autem vere Domi- 
BB Moſes the Faithful Mini- nus appellatur, nec 
- | ſter and Servant of God, by Deus vocatur d Pro- 
| the Spirit, Numb. xii. 7. phetis, ſed fidelis 


eb. iii. 5. as indeed He Moyſes famulus &. 
was. | ſeruus Dei dicitur 
5 a Spiritu, quod &. 
_ eral, Ibid. 


1 If then the Writings of the Old and 
New Teſtament ; if the Doctrine of the 
Antient Fathers, founded upon Scripture, 


and their Scripture Interpretations juſt- 60 
ly conceived to be founded upon Tra- 5] 
dition, and the Analogy of Faith have or 
0 evinced and delivered to us, that Chriſt 7 
is Lord God; and if the Strictneſs of = 
le Conſtruction, as the Dr. confeſſes, = 
connects theſe Terms with the Son FN 
of God, Like i. 16, 17. then is Jeſus 2a 
Chriſt he Lord God of the Zews, to it 


ad  & 0 whom : 10 


Cui ergo popu- 
lum præparavit, & 
incujus Domini con- 
Ißectu magnus fac- 
ts eff Utique 
jus qui dixit ; quo- 


niam G. plus quam 


Pro pheta habuit a- 
liquid Fobannes — 
Et propter hoc con- 
vertens eos ad Do- 
minum eorum, præ- 
parabat Domino po- 


52 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. II. 
whom many were to be turned, by the 
Preaching of the Baptiſt; and thus is 
the Text explained by Ireneus ; 


For whom did He (the 
Baptiſt) prepare a People? 
And in the Sight of what 
Lord was He made great ? 


Truly in the Sight of Him 


(Chriſt) who faid, That 


John was more than a Pro- 


And therefore 


phet. 


turning them to their Lord, 


CChri#_) He prepared for 
the Lord ( Chriſt ) a per- 
fect People, &c. 


pulum perfectum. Lib. 3. c. II. 


DXXXV. John i. 1. And the Word 
was f God. 


The third Interpretation of the Word 

God in the Comment , and which 1s 
delivered as the true one, is the fol- 
lowing ; © A Perſon deriving from the 
„Father (with whom he exiſted be- 
fore the World was) both his Being 
ait ſelf, and incomprehenſible Power 
« and Knowledge, and other Divine 


„Attri- 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 

« Attributes and Authority.” If now 
by che Being derived from the Father 
be meant that which is conſubſtantial 
with the Father ; and by incomprehen- 


\ fible and divine Attributes, ſuch as are 


eſſentially inherent in the conſubſtan- 
tial Being, the Explication 1s Good. 
But if any thing leſs be meant by them, 
ſuch as that the derived Being 1s ſub- 
ſtantially different from the Father, and 


the incomprehenſible and divine Attri- 


butes not eſſentially inherent, but ad- 
ventitious to the Subject, or derived 
Being; it will be hard to make out how 
a Perſon ſo conceived can be properly 
comprehended under the Name God. 
It is added, In a manner not revealed.” 
But the manner is revealed ſo far as it 
is expreſſed and conveyed to the Un- 
derſtanding by the general Term Ge- 
neration, tho' the particular manner of 
Generation is not diſcovered ; for the 
Prophet Iſaiab doth not ſay in general, 
who ſhall declare the manner of his 
deriving his Being? That is, whether 
it be by Generation, Proceſſion, Ma- 
nifeſtation, or otherwiſe : But who 


ſhall declare his Generation & Allowing 


the manner to be by Generation, but 
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Et in quo diſta- 

bit Dei Verbum, 

imo magis ipſé De- 
us cum fit Verbum, d 

verbo hominum? &c. 


Lib. 2. c. 18. 
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Wor d in God, and the Word 
was God, See No 594, 


54 The Scripture De&rine Chap II. 


denying the Manner of — 2 to 


T Ireneus ſays, ©" 


in will the Word of God, 
nay, rather God bimſelf, 


fince He is the Word, differ 


from the Word of Men 
Oc. 


Clem. Alexandrin. ſays, 
Nothing therefore is hated 


of God or his Word, for 
they are both One, name- 


ly God. For he hath ſaid, 


1. the beginning was the 


340. 


DXXX VIII. Acts xx. 28. To feed the 
. Church of God; which He bath 
purchaſed with his own Blood. 


In the Note on this Place there is a 
Citation of 1 John ili. 5. Ye know that 
He was manifeſted to take away our 


Sins ;, and in Him is no Sin. On which 
Words is this Remark, 
: muſt of f Necellity be referred to Chriſt, 


* He and Him 
* though 


hat z pup 2 — fe, = 2 wy 5 fd — A 2 5 — 
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Chap. II. of the Trinity, Se.. 55 


though without any antecedent men- 
* tion of Him.” It is readily granted 
that He and Him refer to Chriſt, but 
not that there is no antecedent mention 
made of Him, For if we look back up- 
on the Context, and well conſider it, 
the Son will appear to be comprehend- 
ed under the Name God. But before 


this be done, it will be neceſſary to 


remark, that St. John comprehends the 
Father and Son under the Name God, 
as will appear from oh. 1.1. The 
Word was with God, and the Word was 
God: And therefore may be ſuppoſed 
to uſe the ſame Name ſometimes for the 
Father, and ſometimes for the Son, or 
for both together; which is always to 
be determined by the Circumſtances of 
the Context. Now this ſeems to be 
the very Caſe in this Chapter, v. 1. it 
is ſaid, Behold, what manner of Love 
the Father hath beſtowed upon us, that 
we ſhould be called the Sons of God. 
In this place the Term God may very 
well be judged to ſtand for the Father 
and.Son, or for the one God, as com- 
prehending the Father and Son ; for 


the waſbing | of Regeneration, Tit. 11, 5. 


through the Virtue of their Names in- 
yoked in Baptiſm, begets us into Chil- 
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56 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. II. 
dren ; ſo that we are the Sons of both 
Perſons, as we become Children by a 
like Invocation of the Names of both. 

Ver, 2, He fays, Beloved, now are 
we the Sons of God, (of the one God, 
Father and Son) and it doth not yet ap- 
pear what we ſhall be. But we know, 
that when he ſhall appear, oz: tay ga- | al 
rep, when the one God ſhall appear 
inthe Perſon of the Son; for ſo the Word ff 
appear, or manifeſted, 2parexpwan, 1s 
ſpoken of the Son in v. 5, 8. and in 
other places of this Epiſtle ; neither 
does it evidently appear to be once 
uſed of the Perſon of the Father in the 
| Writings of St. Fohn ; nor perhaps in 
the whole New Teſtament ; We ſhall ki 
belike him ; for we ſhall ſee him, as be | 
7s. This may be very well explained I L 
by Coloſ. iii. 4. When, Chrift, who is our 
Life, ſhall appear, qavnpwyn, then ſhall 
ye alſo appear with him in Glory, 
Ver. 3. And every Man that hath di 
this Hope in him, purifieth himſelf, even li 
as He (God the Son) 15 Pur. For ſo ſt 
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1s it ſaid of Him, v. 7. Even as He tl 
(God the Son) ig righteous Which is el 
the ſame with, And in Him is no Sin, u 
v. 5. which is undoubtedly ſpoken of w 
the Son ; for the former part of the 0 


Verſe 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 

Verſe runs thus, And ye know that He 
(God the Son ſpoken of v. 2,3.) was 
manifeſted, «pavepwn, to rake away our 
Sins ; for none other but the Son was 
manifeſted to do it. If then God be the 
common Name of the Father and the 
Son, and if it be ſo uſed of the Father 
and the Son in the firſt and ſecond 
Verſes of this Chapter, as the Style of 
ſpeaking there, and in the Context 
ſhews ; how can it be ſaid that the 
Pronouns He and Him refer to Chriſt, 
without any antecedent mention of 
Him ? There is indeed no antecedent 
mention of Him in this Chapter under 


the Name Chri#f, but He is n To | 


ken of under the Name God. 


DXLVI. 1 i. 3. e were 
made oF Mm: 


+ Not as by a Perſon ſubſtantially 
diſtin& from the divine Power dwel- 


ling in him, and uſing him as an In- 


ſtrument ; but as by the Son of a Fa- 
ther, who is himſelf like his Father 


eſſentially God, eſſentially Free, All- 


wiſe , All- powerful, and All-good; 

who . he works every thing 1 in 

Qbedience to his Father; yet works 
* freely, 


58 ; The Scripture Dofrine Chap. II. 


* freely, being moved thereto by an 
Excellency of Nature, that is the ſame 


in both; and that equally moves them, 
the Father primarily, and the Son ſub- 
ordinately, to the ſame Acts of Power 
and Goodneſs. 


*As the Father raiſeth up the Dead, 


and quickneth them. even ſo the Son 
quickneth whom He will, John v. 21. 


DLXXX. John v. 18. But ſaid alſe 
that God was his Father (his own 
proper Father) making bimſelf + 
equal with God. . 


The Premiſe from whence the Few: 
made this Inference, that Chriſt called 
God his proper Father, and in ſodoing 
made himſelf equal with God, is his ſay- 
ing in the preceding Verſe, my Father 
worketh hitherto, and I work ; which, 
if 1t meant no more, than that the Power 
of God wrought in Chriſt, as in a great 


Prophet, could have given as little oc- 


caſiou for ſuch an Inference to be made 
by the Jews, in Relation to Chriſt, as 


it would have done in reſpect of Moſes, |} 


or of any other Prophet that wrought 
Wonders by a divine Power. The Jews 


therefore; 


En 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 59 ki 
therefore, who drew the Inference, muſt - oy 
have looked upon the Premiſe, as ſpoken is 


in a Senſe, which attributed more to the 14 
Perſon ſpeaking, than ever any Prophet —_; 


or Man could claim; and which could 20 
bear the Conclufion, they readily drew 
from it and charged him with, of making 
himſelf equal with God the Father 
They muſt have had ſome Reaſon aff © i; 
for underſtanding the Premiſe in ſo ex- „ 
alted a Senſe, as would infer their Con- I 
| cluſion ; that is, they muſt have had a 15 
, | Notion that there was a certain Perſon 47 
ſo cloſely united to the great God in all! 30 
his Operations, as that He never ated 13 
without that Perſon, nor that Perſon 
; | ever without God ; and that the Perſon, 
1 | ſo co-operating with thegrear God, was 
> his proper Son, and the great God his 
proper Father, and that on this account 
„He was equal with the Father; and that is 
Jeſus Chriſt uſing the Expreſſion, my 15.2 
r | Fatber worketh hitherto, and I wor-; wy 
t | that properly belonged to the divine 
-. | Perſon working with the Father, made 
je himſelf the Son equal with the Father: i. 


3s For except all this be ſuppoſed to have 1 
;, | been known to them, it is difficult to 4 


nt ill account, how ſo extraordinary a Con- oe 
„ clufion could be drawn from a Premiſe, =! 
83 | 5 | | that 1 
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that wasotherwiſe capable of a lower In- 


terpretation: Now it is certain, that 


the Jews, if they underſtood the mean- 
ing of their own Scriptures, muſt have 
known, that there was a divine Perſon 


ſubſiſting with the Father, and opera- 


ting with Him from the Beginning of 
the World, which is called Wiſdom, as 
is evident from Prov. ix. 22, 27, 30. 
The Lord poſſeſſed me in the beginning 
of bis Ways, before his Works of old. — 


When he prepared the Heavens I was 


there — then I was by Him as one 
brought up with him, &c. The Lord by 
Wiſdom hath founded the Earth, 


Prov. iii. 19. and made the Heavens « 
Pſ. exxxvi. 5. and, That this Divine 


Perſon was brought forth, or begotten ; 


when there were no depths, I was 


brought forth, — Before the Hills was 
I brought forth, err ue, Sept, Prov. viii. 
24, 25. and by Conſequence that this 
Divine Perſon muſt be the Only hegor- 
zen before the World, foraſmuch as the 


Divine Scriptures mention no other be- 
gotten of the Father before the World, 
but this Divine Perſon ; which has this 


Title given it, Wiſd, vii. 22. for Wiſdom, 
which is the Workey of all Things, taught 


me for in her is an underſtanding Spi- 


2 
775 
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Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 61 

rit, Holy, Only begotten ( pugvoryris. ) 
They muſt alfo —— — God 
had a Son; what is his (God's) Name, 
and what is bis Son's Name 2 Prov. xxx. 
4. and that this Son is the ſame with 
Wiſdom, or the Only, begotten ; other- 
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wiſe Wiſdom could not be the Only be- bo 
gotten, if there be a Son begotten diffe- by 
rent from Wiſdom; and according to 72 
this Doctrine, Fobn calls the Son, the _ bh 
Only begotten Son, 0 oοννn⁰ 908, ch. "A 5 
v. 18. If then, I ſay, the ems could ke 
not have been ignorant of theſe great Bf 
Truths, upon the Suppoſition of their ba 


Knowledge of the Scriptures, and this E 
Knowledge ought to be ſuppoſed, til! 
the contrary be made to appear; that Po 
is, if they knew that there was a divine 


Per ſon operating with the Father from 7 
the beginning of the World; and that = 
this Divine Perſon was ihe Only begotten 4 
Syn; it is no wonder that they under- el 
{tood theſe Words, my Father worketh = 
hitherto, and I work, ſpoken by our Sa- 15 
viour, to bega taking to himſelf the @ 
Character of Son of God, who wrought _ 
with the Father in the Creation of the Fr 
World, and operates with him in pre- 3 
ſerving and governing it; and by Con- nn 
ſequence to be an aſſerting God to » 103 
„ 5 19 Rt 


62 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. II. 


his proper Father, as Only e and 
himſelf Equal to him, as the proper Son 
of a proper F ather. 


+ T, lan * of the Father, 
Reindy eum pa- hat he made the Word 
rem ſibi faciens, de equal to himſelf, ever ſince 
* procedendo Fi- he proceeded from him, 
zus factus eſt. adv. and became his Son. 
Prax. c. 7. 


. fic Divini- Marian ſays, Whoſe 
tas traditur, ut non (the Son's) Godbead is 


aur diſſonantiã aut taught us in ſuch manner, 
inequalitate Divi- as that none may think that 
 mitatis duos Deos t ods are introduc'd 
reddidiſſe videatur. either by a Difference of 
de Trin. G1. quality in the a. 


That is, the Divinity of the don was 
taught to be like to, and equal to that 
of the Fathe becauſe otherwiſe, if 
it were unlike, * unequal, their Na- 
tures muſt be different, and Father and 
Son be diſtin>t Gods. 


DXCI. John viii. 58. Before Abraham 


Was, I Am. 


The Comment grants, that poſſi- 


bly our Saviour might hereby 3 
” BW 
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Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c: 

to infinuate —— that he was that 
“ Perſon, in whom the Name of God 
* was, vis. febovab, or, I Am. 
Which ſeems to import, as if the Au- 
thor thought, that the Name of God 
was a diſtin& Thing from the Perſon 
in whom it was ; the Confequence of 
which is, that not the Perſon of the 
Son, but the Name of God in Him, is 
Fehbovab, or 1 Am, Now if this be 
the Cafe, the Words would not have 
proved what our Saviour intended by 
them, namely, his Exiſtence in the 
Days of Abraham. For the Meaning 
of . muſt have been this, Before 
Abraham was, the Name I Am exifted ; 
and how could the Exiſtence of the 
Name of God prove the Exiſtence of the 


Son of God, If the Sen and Name were 


two different Things? Or would it 
not be ſtrange Reaſoning for a modern 
Chriſtian to prove his Exiſtence 1n the 
Days of Chriſt, from the Name of 
Chriſt, which He bears in Him? Nay, 
if Chriſt could call himſelf J Am, as 
certainly He does, not becauſe He ſub- 
ſtantially or eſſentially is ſo, but be- 


cauſe that divine Name is in Him; 


might not any Chriſtian call himſelf 


Jeſus, becauſe He bears that Name, 
or 
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The Scripture Doctrine Chap. II, 
or is baptiz'd into it? If then the Son 
calls himſelf J Am, He muſt really be 


i in his own Nature. 


Again, it is ſuppos'd that the Term 


d-o&v ſignifies the ſelf-exiſtent Being. 
If the Meaning be that Self exiſtence 
is an eſſential Part of the Idea of Being, 


the Perſon affirming it is oblig'd to 
prove it ; ſince others are of Opinion, 


and with good Reaſon, that it rather 


relates to the manner of exiſting of the 


firſt Perſon in the Divine Being, than 


to the Nature or Eſſence of Being it 


ſelf: And indeed if it be throughly 


conſider'd, it is a poſitive Term for a 


negative Idea, and imports no more 
than tliat the Perſon or Subject, of which 


it is affirm'd, derives not its Exiſtence 


from another Perſon. So that the Son 
in reſpect of his Divine Nature may 


* See Ne receive the Names expreſſing him * 


516. 


as Being; and yet they, who give them 
him, not incur the Blame of falling 
into Sabellianiſm, or making him Se, 
exiſtent. See No 340. 


As for the Compariſon between Exo- 


dus and Acts, which is made to ſhew 


that the Name of God was in the Angel 


ſpoken of in both thoſe Places, which 


Angel is Chriſt ; if it be meant to prove 


that 


Chap. Il. of the Trinity, &c. 65 
that the Angel or Chriſt, in reſpect of 

his Divine Nature, is a diſtinct Subject 
or ſubſtantially different from the Name 
of God in Him; ſuch a Conſtruction of 
the places compared cannot be appro- 
ved of; for the Name of the Father is 
not in the Son, by pure indwelling, but 
after ſuch a manner, as the real Com- 
municat ion of the Divine Nature from 
the Father to the Son by Generation 
requires. But if it be intended toſhew, 
that the Angel or Chriſt is a diſtin& 
Subject, or Subſtantially different from 
the Name of God in Hin, not in re- 
ſpe& of his Divine Nature, but of a 
created Nature affumed by the Word at 
the beginning of all Things, as the Fir/t- 
Fruits of the Creation, and in reſpect of 
which, He may be more properly and 
accurately denominated an Angel, it 
may be readily aflented to as a ſtrong 
Probability, not a little favoured by the 


_— 


Sacred Writings, „ 5 


2 N | 92 | la 
DXCIV. John x. 30. J and my Father it 
are + One. 5 

| in 

+ One, not by a bare Unity in Power, 1 


Ii öbut by an Unity of Nature, the Foun- 1 
A dation of the Unity in Power. 
That 
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That the Son is One in Nature with 
the Father, appears from the Divine 
Names attributed to him; ſuch as Je- 
hovah, and Hu; which expreſs Him 


as He is Being, I Am, and, Who was, 


and is, and is to come; which Fehovab 
or Being, is but One; Jehovah our 


God, Fehovah is One, Deut. vi, 4. If 


then theſe Divine Names are alike 


affirmed of the Father and the Son ; if 


the Name Fehovah be given to none 
but the one true God, Exod. iii. 15. 
Pſal. Ixxx111, 18. and the Name Hu, be 


of the ſame Importance with the Name 


Fehbovab, and on that account alike in- 


communicable; it will follow, that the 


Father and Son is the one true God, the 
one Divine Being, or the One Jehovah. 


This Unity of Nature and Godhead 
in Father and Son is confirmed by the 
Fathers; 


Et in quo dliſta- 


bit Dei Verbum, 
 #mo magis Ipſe De- 
us, cum fit Verbum, 
a verbo Hominum £2 


c. Lib. 2. c. 18. 


Ireneus ſays, Wherein 
will the Word of God, nay, 


rather God himſelf, ſince 


He is the Word, differ from 
the Word of Men? Ge. 


Clem. 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 


Clem. Alexandrinus, No- 
thing therefore is hated of 


God, nor indeed of his 
Word; tor they are both 
One, namely, God. 


Again, He who places 
ſome, Matt. xxv. 31, Ge. 
at his Right Hand, and 
others at his Left, being 
Good, as He is ob 
in the Character of Father, 


is denominated that only 


which he is, namely Goo; 
but as He exiſts in the Fa- 
ther in the Character or the 
Son, his Word is denomi- 


nated Juſf. 


In which Words it is evident, that 
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p. 118. 


the ſame God judging the World accord- 


ing to Matt. xxv. 3 


1, Cc. is conſider d 


under a twofold Subſiſtence of Father 
and Son; and that in reſpect of the for- 
mer He 1 is called Good, and oi the latter 


Juſt. 


2 


Tertullan 


/ 


114 
Wort 
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uomodo dic- 
tum eſt, Ego & Pa- 
rer unum ſumus, ad 
ſubſtantiæ unita- 


tem, non ad numer? 
fſingularitatem. Ad v. 


Prax. c. 25. 


Cum mullius ho. 


minis bec vox eſſe 


poſfir, Ego & Pater 


unum ſumus, hanc 
vocem de conſcien- 


onem ad Pairem re- 
Fance. 


volvitur. c. 31. 


Tertullian ſays; As it is 
ſaid, I and my Father are 
One ; to expreſs not the 
Singularity of Perſon, but 


the Unity of Subitance. 


Nyvatian; Since this can 


be the Voice of no meer 
Man, I and my Father are 
One; Chriſt utter*d it alone 
from a Senſe of his God- 


by a Communion of Sub- 
And 


hay 


tid divinitatis Chri- head, "© 
ſtus ſolusedicit. c. 13. ' 
1 Which Godbead is founded upon 2 
wn Communion of SubFance between the 
Father and the Son; For, ſays He, i 
| I 7 
Du Deus often- lt has been ſhewn that tl 
aitur verus & æter- there is One true and eter- Q 
mus Pater, a quo ſo- nal God tht Father, from fo 
lo hee vis Divini- whom alone this Virtuæ of d 
tatis emiſſa, etiam the Godhead being emit- tl 
in filium tradita & ted, nay, delivered to, and cæ 
directa, rurſum per directed towards the Son, tl 
ſubſtantiæ communi- returns again to the Father h 
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And that this /ub#antial Virrue of the 
God head, emitted from the Father, is 
the very Nature of the Son, appears from 
the ſame Chapter, where He ſays of the 
Word. ; 


That He is acknow- In ſußſtantid pro- 
ledged to be a ſibſtantial late d Deo Virtutis 
Virtue brought forth from àgnoſcitur. 
God. | 


Where Note the Agreement between 
fubſtantid prolatæ a Deo Viriutis, and Vis 
Divinitatis emiſſa per ſubſtantie 
communionem. — 


DXCV. John x. 33. That thou being dg 
Man, makeſt thyſelf + God. 


# God, in reſpect of the Unity of Na- 
tre affirmed of himſelf with the Fa- 
ther, in the Words, I and my Father are 
One, v. 30. No (594) and not in re- 
ſpect of a bare Unity in Power: For it 
does not appear from the Writings of 
the Old Teſtament, that the Jews ever 
called any one God, abſolutely, from 
the Divine Power communicated to 
him, except He were true God, or God 
by Nature; (ſee No 534) and there- 

” F 3 fore 
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fore when they charge Chriſt with cal- 
ling himſelf God, ablolutely, becauſe 
He affirmed himſelf to be one wirh the 
Father, they muſt underſtand it of an 
Unity of Nature, that would infer him 
to 5 true God, or God by Nature, and 
not of a bare Unity i in Power. 


Euſebius founds the Godhead of the 
Son, upon his being Son of God by NaN. 
rure, which ſuppoſes ſuch an Unity of 


Nature between them, as is between a 


Natural Father and his Son ; his Words 


are theſe, 
Kal DAdy % 2 
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And all this may be the 


Reaſon, why He (Chriſt) 
alſo is God, becauſe He on- 


ly is Son of God by Natare, 


and called Only Begot- 


ten. 


Novatian reaſons upon the place juſt 


as the Jews did, for ſays He, 


Ouomodo enim 


Ego & Pater unum 


fumus, fi non & eſt 
Deus & Filius? 


Qui idcirco umm 


How can that ſaying be 
true, I and my Father are 
one, if He is not both God 
and Son? (that is, Son, as 
He calls Him Father z and | 
God, | 


SI a a. I... ww a Oe. ꝛ— X11... ͤ ˙ͥ: . ],, POE EE 
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God, as he affirms himſelf 


to be one with Him) who 


therefore may be ſaid to be 
one (with the Father, ) be- 
cauſe He is of Him, is his 
Son, is born of Him, and 
is found to have come forth 


from Him (which is oppo- 
ſed to being made in this 
Chapter) on which account 


He is God alſo: And be- 
cauſe the Jews were of - 


fended at this Saying, and 


held him as a Blaſphemer, 
becauſe He had thewn by 
theſe Words, that He was 
Chriſt the God, and were 


ready to ſtone him; He 


ſtrenuouſly confutes hisAd- 
verſaries with the Autho- 
rity of Scripture, ſaying, 


if He called them Gods, 


unto whom the Word came, 


and the Scriprure cannot be 
broken Say ye of Him, 
whom the Father bath 
ſanfified, and ſent into the 
World, Thou blaſphemeſt, 


; bBecauſe I ſaid, I am 22 


Sen of Gods In which 
F 4 
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poteft dlici, dum ex 
ipſo eft, & dum Fi- 
lins ejus eff, &. 
dum ex ipſo naſci- 


tur, dum ex ipſo 


 proceſſiſſe reperitur, 


per quod & Deus 
et. Quod cum in- 


vidioſum put aſſant 


Fudai, & blaſphe- 


mum credidiſſent,eo 


quod ſe oftenderat 


his ſermonibus Chri- 


ſſum eſſe Deum, ac 
propterea ad lapi- 
des concurriſſent , 
G. ſaxorum ictus 
imicere geſtaſſant, 
exemplo G. teſti- 
monio Scripturarum 
adverſarios ſuos for- 
titer refulauit + [i 
los, inquit, dixit 


Deos, ad quos ver- 


ba fuacta ſunt, & 


non poteit ſolvi 
ſcriptura: quem Pa- 
ter ſanctiſicauit & 
miſit in hunc mun. 
dum, vos dlicitis, 

| quia 
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quia blaſphemas, Words He did not deny 
quia dixi, Filius himſelf to be God, but — 
Dei ſum ego? Qui- ther affirmed that He Was 
bus vocibus neque ſe ſuch.. 

negavit Deum, quin 
imo Deum ſe eſſe firmavit, e. 23. 


5 DXCVIL John x11. 41. Theſe thing s 
n ſaid Iſaias, when He ſaw his Glo- 
ry, and ſpake of Him. 


That Chriſt comes in che Glory of the 
Father, is true, and that He comes in 
his own Glory, i is true alſo; for St. Luke t] 

. ſays, ch. ix. 26, Of Him "ball the Son te 
of Man be aſhamed, when Hle ſhall come 0 
in his own Glory, and in bis Father's, L 

Which ſuppoſes a perſonal, tho? not a t] 

real difference of the Glory of the Son f 


RD = ww 5 a WY AMP ww 52 ah 


from that of the Father. He came al- C 
ſo in the Name or Power of the Father ; 0 
and He had alſo a Name or Power of his C 
own, which He preach'd to the 7eme, 0 
as the Object of their Faith, in order R 
to Salvation, 70%n 11. 18, He that u 
believeth not, is condemned already, R 


becauſe He bath not believed in the p 
Name of the only begotten Son of God, it 
Which Name, tho? derived from the } D 
Father with his Perſon, was yet as IP 
diſtin from the Name of the Father, b. 

a3 By 


Saviour, Matt. xxvili. 19. Go ye— 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &. 
as his Perſon was from the Perſon of 


the Father, as appears from the bap- 
tiſmal Precept and Form given by our 


and teach all Nations, baptizing them 


inthe Name of the Father, and of the 


Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, It 1s true 
alſo that the Perſon of the Father was 
manifeſted in the Son his ſubſtantial 


Likeneſs ; but then the Son had hisown 


Divine Perſon the ſubſtantial Likeneſs, 


which He manifeſted to the World. So 


that the Glory, Name, and Perſon of 
the Father are manifeſted in, and uni- 


ted with, the Glory, Name, and Perſon 


of the Son, and that with a ſubſtantial 
Unity, as has been above proved. As 
then from the Unity of Effence is in- 
ferred the Unity of Glory, where the 
Glory is eſſential ; ſo from the Unity of 
Glory is inferred the Unity of Eſſence: 
Or if no part of the Glory be eſſential, but 
only repreſentative,yet foraſmuch as ſuch 
Repreſentations are intended to inſtruct 
us about the Things of which they are 
Repreſentations ; if two Perſons are re- 
preſented by one Glory or Appearance, 


it is natural to conclude it is with this 


Deſign, that we ſhould believe the two 
Perſons to be one Being, repreſented 
by the one Glory or Appearance; _ 
| 0 Wlle 
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wiſe it might be expected that two Per- 
ſons diſtin in Natures ſhould conſtant- 
ly be repreſented by diftin&t Appearan- 
ces, eſpecially ſince it is as eaſie for 
God, and apparently more convenient 
for our Inſtruction, to repreſent diſtin& 
Beings by diſtint Appe arances, as 9 
One only. | 
But he moſt remarkable thing in the | 
learned Doctor's Note upon the Text, 
and which I take to be he Key of his 
x7 whole Book, is his confounding indivi- 
dual Being and Pe, ſon, as if they were 
Terms of the ſame Importance ; and 
then ranking thoſe among the F ollow- 
ers of Sabellius, who hold the Father 
and Son to be one and the {ame indivi- 
dual Being, But if God be Being, o oy, 
and God be individually One, and Being 
individually One ; and the Son no lefs 
than the Father be true God, as has 
been already proved, No 594, 5or, 
410. then muſt the Father and Son be 
one and the ſame individual Being, that 
is, there muſt be two Perſons in one and 
the ſame individual Being; and there- | 
fore individual Being and Perſon can- hi 
not be Terms of the ſame Importance. 775 
Otherwiſe if they were, and the Son an 
be a diſtin Tu from the Father, 
as 


— 
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asdoubtleſs He is, he muſt be a diſt inct 
individual Being. And ſince the One 


true God is but one individual Being ; and 


the Father is this one true God, the Son, 


who is a diſtin& individual Being from 
the Father, muſt be diſtin& from the one 


true God, that 1s, be no true God him- 


ſelf at all ; which is contrary to John v. 
20. See No. 410. 


As for the Authorities, they ſhew in- | 


deed that the Father never manifeſted 
himſelf otherwiſe than through the Son, 

and that the Son appeared and acted in 
the Perſon and Name of the Father ; yet 
do not deny, that He appeared and acted 


the Power and Virtue of his own Name, 


unitedly with the Perſon and Name of 
the Father. 


DCXV1. Acts vii. 30, 31, n There 


appeared to Him n Angel 
of the Lord, in a flame of Fire in 


a Buſh. 


And the Voice of the Lord came unto 


him ſaying, I am the God of thy Fathers, 
the God of Abraham, the God of Iſace, 
and the God of Jacob. 


Chriſt 


75 


1n his own Perſon alſo as God, and in 
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Chriſt having a Divine Perſon of his 
own, did not ſo ſpeak in the Perſon of 
the Father, as to exclude himſelf from 
being the God of the Patriarchs ; but 
gave himſelf that + Name, as being re- 
ally ſuch, in Union with the Father: 
Neither do the Teſtimonies ſhew, that 

5 He was ſo excluded. See No 597. 


Ipſe igitur Chri- Ireneus tells us, that 
Hus cum Patre, vi- Chriſt with the Father, is 
vorum elt Deus ,qui the God of the Living, who 
locutrns et Moyſe. {pake to 1 


a bf . 


Nov Chriſt himſelf teaches us, that 
the God of Abraham, and the God of 
Iſaac, and the God of Jacob is the God 
of the Living; Matt. xxii. 32. Chriſt 
therefore with the Father, is the God t! 
of Abraham, and the God f Iſaac, and c. 


4 the God of facob, 0 
K +: tl 
1 7 in Mar yr, ſays, q 
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Chap. II. of the Trinity, Kc. 77 
Facob, andthe God of thy wle wy os, ops 
Fathers, ſignifies that thoſe % Ts aml)avor- 
dead (Fathers) continue to Tas ce us treu, 9 
be, und are the Men of t) dure Ts NR 
Chriſt. cup Apol. 2s 

p. 16 1. Edit. Steph. 


That is, As the Son proves the Patri- 
archs to live to God, Luke xx. 37, 38, 
becauſe God calls himſelf the God of the 
Patriarchs ; which ſuppoſes them to be 
the Obje& of his Love and Providence : 
90 Juſtin Martyr proves them (2) to live, — = 
zo Chriſt; becauſe the Perſon, who ſpake © 
to Moſes out of the Bulh, calls himſelf 
the God of the Patriarchs: which would 
be no direct and immediate ; Conſequence, 
but upon the Suppoſition that Chriſt is 
the Perſon who ſpake to Moſes, and 
called himſelf the God of the Patriarchs, 
or of Abrabam, Iſaac, and Facob; ſo 
that it is evident from Juin, no leſs 
than from Irenæus, that Chriſt, to whom 
the Patriarchs hve, is with the Father 
the God of Abraham, the God of Iſaac, 


and the God of Jacob; and Indeed He 


affirms Chriſt to be 'the Perſon, who 
ſpake thoſe Words out of the Buſh to 
Moſes. 


It 
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* 
q * 


calls himſelf the God of the Patriarchs, 
who has been proved to be Chriſt, is 
ſaid alſo to call himſelf (Eοα apc 0 wy ) 
J An that I Am, or I Am He who is : 
Whence it is evident, that the Son with 
the Father is Being itſelf, and by Con- 
— non Neceſſary and Eternal. See 
J 591. | 
7 If it be objected that Chriſt gave 


himſelf the Name of Febovah the God 


of your Fathers, the God of Abraham, 
&c. Exod. iii. 1 5. in reſpect of the Fa- 
ther preſent with him, and not in re- 
ſpect of his own Perſon, it muſt be ob- 
ſerved, that the Name Jehovab is given 
to Chriſt, in Diſtinction from the Perſon 


of the Father in the following Text ; 
The Lord ( Jehovah) rained upon Sodom 


and upon Gomorrah, Brimſtone and Fire 

from the Lord ( Jehovah) out of Heaven, 

Gen. xix. 24. where Jehovah, who rains 

down the Fire and Brimſtone, 1s the 
Son; and Jehoveh, from whom it is 
rained, is the Father, as is known to 

thoſe, who are acquainted with the In- 

* Nt te terpretations of the * Antients: And 


” others, if the Supream Name Fehovab, doubt- 


ee Apoſt. leſs any other Name belonging to God, 
Conlt.Li% may be given to the Son: If it be = 
| | tner 


Go Ce, 20. 


It is to be obſerved alſo, that he who 


Name, or Thing ſignified by the Name, 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. i + 


ther objected, that the Name 7ehovab, 
is ſpoken of the Son in an 1mproper 
Senſe ; that muſt be repeated, which 
has been obſerved before, that the Name 
is * incommunicable to any Being but * N*594- 
the true God, and therefore belongs to | 
the Son in the moſt proper Senſe. 


Philo ſays of the Word, or Second 
Principle, as cited by Euſebius, | 


That He is called the Kat 1apapyh, s- 
Beginning, and the Name yug Os — Te; 
of God. anpruerau. Euſeb. 
| | præp. Evang. p.533. 


Now the Name of God, emphatically 
ſo called, is the Name Jehwwah, which 
is abſolutely called che Name, Lev. xxiv. 
IT, 16, as being the Chief and Supream 
Name of God; if then Philo ſpoke the 
Seuſe of the learned Fews in this Mat- 
ter, as is highly probable ; the Name 
2 or the Divine Virtue of the 
ame, did not lodge in the Word, as 


in a diſtin& Subject, but was the very 


Word itſelf, according to the Wiſdom 
and Tradition of the Jews; the Con- 
ſequence of which is, that ſince the 


Was 


80 The Scripture Doctrine Chap, II. 
* Deut- was * feared, Þ| called upon, and 
E | praiſed by the Jews, the Word, 
xcix. 6, Which is the thing ſignified, was the 
ulli , Object of Jewiſh Worſhip ; and be- 
nt. cauſe the Object of Jewiſh Worſhip is 
but One, who 1s called the Lord God, 
or Jehovah Elohijm, Thou ſhalt wor- 

ſhip the Lord thy God, and Him only | 

Galt thou ſerve, Matt. iv. 10. Deut. vi. : 

13. Sept. And it is certain the Father J 

was worſhipped as well as his Word; ( 

the Farber and the Word are the one ( 
Object of Jewiſh Worſhip, or the Lord 
God, who is but One, Deut. vi. 4. 
Theſe, I ſay, are the Conſequences of 

Philo's Poſition, without a ſtrict Enqui- , 

ry, how far He carried them in his own 01 

Writings ; tho' it ſeems to appear with th 

very great Evidence from the Goſpel of an 

St. John, and from the Nature of the du 

Reaſoning in the Epiſtle to the He- O 

brews, that the Fews had a Notion in | /z 

the times of our Saviour, that the Word 1 52 

* John was God, and One F with the the 


X. 33. , | bs 
. _ and the Object of || Wor as 
30. See 0 7 AS 121 
Ne 594, From the Jews proceed we to the | of 


597 > wy Chriſtians, among whom Clem. Alexan- 60 


i. 6. drin ſpeaks of the Son after much the If tha 
| Tame manner, as Philo does of the Word, - 


For 
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for having cited Malachi i. 11, 14. where 
the Name of the Lord of Hoſts is decla- 
red to be great and dreadful among the 
Heathen, and the Object of Worſhip, He 
as ks, | | | | 


* 


What Name? Among Holo ovoug ; ey 
the Faithful, it is the Son pp Tois memawngay, 
revealing the Father, Matt. o yos maniea pnrloy' 
xi. 27. But among the ey 5 mais EN, 5 
Gentiles, it is God the O®x0s maunT1Ys, Strom. 


Creator, 5. p- 613. 


Pariſ. 


In which Words we may obſerve, 
1/?, That the Son revealing the Father, 


or, containing and manifeſting the Fa- 
ther in Himſelf, is the very Name, 
and not the bare Subject in which it 
dwells. 2d4ly, That this Name is rhe 
Object of Worſhip, for it is ſaid, Ma- 
lach. i. 11. In every place incenſe ſhall 
be offered unto my Name, (that is, to 
the Son manifeſting the Father) and a 
pure offering. 3dly, That the Son ma- 
nifeſting the Father is the ſame Object 
of Divine Worſhip to the Chriſtians, as 
God the Creator was to the Gentiles 
that is, as God was known to, and 


worſhipped by, the wiſer Heathens in 
Go the 


Edit. 
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the Unity of his Nature, and as Crea- 
tor of the World : So 1s He known to, 
and worſhipped by, the Chriſtians in a 
Diſtintion of Perſons, and more eſpe- 
cially in the Perſon of the Son the Re- 
deemer of the World. 4thly, That the 
Name manifeſted to the Chriſtians and 
worſhipped by them 1s as divine, as the 
Name manifeſted to the Gentiles, and 
worſhipped by them; that is, the Son 
manifeſting the Father is as true God, 
as God the Creator ; otherwiſe the Chri- 
ſtians in their new Diſpenſation, which 
is a plain Improvement of the State of 
Nature, would have a Name to truſt in 
of leſſer Efficacy than the very Gentiles, 
57þly, That therefore the Son manifeſt- 
ing the Father 1s One with God the 
Creator, fince the true God 1s but 
One. „ 
Note, The Apoſtle tells us, Ads iv. 
12. that there is none other Name un- 
der heaven (but the Name of Jeſus 
Chriſt) given among Men whereby we 
muft be ſaved. Now 1t is certain that 
the Name, by which the Church 1s to 
be ſaved according to the Prophecies of 
the Old Teſtament, is the Name Febo- 
vah, For Joel ſays of the Chriſtian 
Difpenſation, as it is apply'd by St. Pe- 


zer, 


r 
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rer, Acts 11. 21. and by St. Paul, Rom. 

x. 13. That hoſdeven. ſpall call on the 

Name of the Lord (or, on the Name 
Fehovah) ſhall be deliver 4 or, ſaved, 
according to the Greek, Joel Ii. 32. it 
follows then that the Name Feſus, and 

the Name Jehovah are One ; for i is 

the Name Jehovah as cited out of Joel 
applied to Jeſus Chriſt by St. Paul, 

Rom, x. 12, 13. If then Jehovah be 
incommunicable to + any but the true + See No 
God, and the true God is but One, 59+ 
and Jeſus Chriſt is Jehovah, Jeſus Chriſt | , 
is the true God. „ —̃ 1 


D CxXXII. Rom. xiv. 9, 16; 2x, 2” 

! DCXXIIL G. For to this End 
Chriſt both died, and roſe, and 
revived, that He might be Lord 
| (erty) both of rhe Dead and 
Living, &c. 


en —_— = 8 
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Theſe and the following wards ſeem 
to import ſomething more than that 
God ſhall judge the Worid by Jeſus 
Chriſt ; es; that Jeſus Chriſt 1s 

| himſelf both Lord and God, as may ap- 
pear by looking back, and conſt dering 
that theſe words are the Proof of a 
Truth aſſerted, v. 7, 8 That no Be- 
„„ G 2 liever 
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liever lives or dies to bimſelf but to 
the Lord, (wejw*' ) and the whole 
Reaſoning runs thus: Chriſt died, 
roſe again, and lived, that He might 
be the Lord (zwvexevon) both of the Dead 
and Living ; the Faithful therefore, 

who live in, or depart out of this 
World, ought ſo to live in, or depart 
out of it, as that, if they continue in 
it, they may live to the Lord (wes) 
or to the Perſon who roſe again that He 
might be Lord of the Living ; or, if 
they depart out of it, may die to the 
Lord, who himſelf died that He might 

q be Lord of the Dead. Thus far then 

| it is clear that Chriſt is Lord. But 

let us go a little more backward, and we 

ſhall find that the general Aſſertion, 
none of us liveth and dieth to himſelf, 
but to Chrift the Lord of the Dead and & 
Living, 1s laid down to prove a particu- 
lar Truth, v. 5. that the Obſervation 0 
or Non-obſervation of Days by the 
Faithful, and their Eating or not Eating 
are Acts of Worſhip to the Lord. And Þ 
the Reaſoning is thus; No Believer 5 
lives to himſelf, but to Chriſt the Lord 
of the Living All Acts therefore done tk 
by them in this Life, or Ceſſation 

from Acts, are to the Glory of the * 

| Lord ; 
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Lord ; obſerving of Days, or not ob- 


ſerving, Eating or not Eating, are Acts 
of this Life, or a Ceſſation from Ads ; 
therefore they are done by the Faithful 


to the Glory of Chriſt he Lord of the 
Living : Which 1s the Reaſon why none 


of the Faithful, whether weak or ſtrong, 


ſhould on theſe Accounts be condemn'd 


by their Brethren. So that it is ſtill 
evident that Chriſt is the Lord under- 
ſtood in the Context. If then Eating 
or not Eating be to the Glory of Chriſt, 
it is reaſonable to ſuppoſe that rhe 
Thankſgivinzs offered on either Occaſion, 
v. 6. are to his Glory alſo ; and that 
He is the God, or comprehended in the 
God to whom they are offered ; for 
thus are the words, He that eateth, 
eateth to the Lord ( Chriſt ) for He 
giveth God thanks. And He that eateth 
not, ro the Lord (Chriſt) He eaterh nor, 
and giveth God thanks, v. 6. But it is yet 
more probable that Chriſt is comprehend- 
ed in the Name God, if we retire to 
V. I, 2, 3, where the Apoſtle exhorts the 
Romans to receive a weak Brother, and 
Him that eateth not, as well as Him 
that eateth, becauſe God hath received 
them both. Which He repeats c. xv. 
v. 7. Wherefore receive ye one another, 

7: as 


85 
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as Chriſt alſo received us, to the glory 


of God, putting Chriſt in the ow of 


God, as if He were comprehended in 
that Name. But let us take a View 
forwards, as we have done backwards ; 
it is written v. 10. we ſhall all and be- 


fore the judgment ſeat of Chriſt. And 
to prove this, the tollowing words are 


Ch. xlv. cited Out of Iſaiah, + As T live ſaith 


the Lord. (Jehovah) every knee ſhall 


bow to me, and every tongue ſhall con- 


feſs to God ; that is, to Febovab, which 
the Septuagint take from the beginning 


of the next Verſe, where it is placed 


according to the modern way of Point- 
ing. And then from this Proof and 


Argument the Apoſtle repeats the Pro- 
er to be proved, which was that 
e ſpall all ſtand before the judgment 


ſoar of Chriſt, with ſome Variation in 
the following Terms, So then every one 
of us ſhall give an account of himſelf to 
God, making theſe two Expreſſions, 


ſtanding before the judgment ſeat of 


Chriſt, and giving an account to God, 
to be equivalent. Nov if it did not ap- 
pear from Scripture, that the Son in his 
own Perſon as well as the Father was 
called Jehovah, which is rendered here by 
the Name God; and that Jehovah was 


the 
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the ſpecial and diſtinguiſhing Name of 
God, Exod. iii. 15. and that the Being 
meant by it was One only, Deut. vi. 4. it 
might be conceived that, ſtanding before 
the Fudement Sear of Chriſt was no other- 
wiſe giving an account to God, than in 
the Perſon of his Vicegerent, who bare 
his Authority, but was not God in his 
own Perſon ; But ſince the contrary ap- 
pears, and the Perſon ſwearing, that 
every knee ſhall bow to Him, and every 
tongue ſhall confeſs to God, is Jehovah ; 
and Chriſt is acknowledged to have been 
the Perſun that generally manifeſted 
himſelf to the Jewiſh Nation ; it will 
be a ſtrong Preſumption that Jehovah 
ſpeaking by the Prophet Iſaiah was the 
Son of God; and that the Apoſtle know- 
ing this, cited the place as a direct Proof 
that we were a/ to land before the judg- 
ment ſeat of Chriſt, and called him 2 
God to whom all are accountable, 


And thus Ireneus underſtood it as it 
is cited Philip, ii. 10, II. for ſays He, 


G4 "Ts 
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To Kup nugy % 
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chen G. Lib. might confeſs to him. 
| E I. Co 2, 7 | 
— And Novatian ſays, 
' Neg: enim, ſi nun For neither, if Chriſt 
G. Deus eſſet Chri- were not God alſo, would 
ſtus, omne ſe in no- every Knee of things in 
mine ejus genu flec- Heaven, and in Earth, 


reret cæleſtium, & 
rerreſtrium, & in- 
fernorum, c. 17. 


DcLXII. Heb. xiii. 8. Fefur Chrift, 


That every Knee of 


things in Heaven, and in 


Earth, and. under the 


Earth, might according to 


the good Pleaſure of the 
inviſible Father bow to 
Chriſt Jeſus our Lord and 
God , and Saviour, and 


King, and every Tongue 


and under the Earth, bow 
in, or to his Name. 


the ſame yeſterday, and to day, 
and for ever. Or rather, yeſter- 
day, and to day, and for ever | He, 
i. v. % ö 


The Comment tells us the meaning 
is, That the Doctrine of Chrift once 


taught 


. 2 0 2 2 


- 3 
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« taught by the Apoſtles ought to be 
6 preſerved unchanged.” So that Jeſus 
Chriſt here is tbe Doctrine of Chrift ; as 
the true God, No 410. is the true Reli- 
gion, But I believe it will appear both _ 
from the Words, and the Context, that 
the Perſon of Chriſt, and his eternal 
Exiſtence, in reſpect of paſt and future 
Duration are underſtood by them, 
Chapter xii. the Apoſtle had been ex» 
horting the Hebrews not to apoſtatize 
from the Faith of Chriſt, on account 
of any Troubles and Diſcouragements 
they might meet with from their Au. 
verſaries. And here Chap. xiil. v. 7. 
He propoſes their own Paſtors for an 
Example, whom he encourages them to 
imitate in the Conſtancy of their Faith z © 
the Object of which was Jeſus Chriſt, 
who was no Perſon of a modern Date, 
unable to ſuſtain the Weight of ſo great 
a Confidence repoſed in Him; but was 
God Eternal, or a Divine Being with. < 
out Beginning, and without End; on 
whom the Church was at firſt founded, E 
| does at preſent reſt, and will be fix d > 
and eftabliſh'd to all Eternity, ſo that . 
they might ſafely truſt in Him, with- 
put Fear and Danger of Diſappointment, _ 


+ That 


* 
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| + That the Name Hz attributed to 
4 See Chriſt is Divine, and argues Him to be 
N- 594. (49 God, TJuttin is Witneſs, who ſays, 


H 1 Avas ay- 
ν§ F 0vTws 0 vic 
Oe onugures, Co- 
hort. ad Græc. p. 22. 
Edit. Steph. 


Ipſe vero Idem 
eñt quod eſt, velu- 
ti Moy famulo ſuo 
dixit, Ego fum Qui 
Sum. in Epiſt. ad 
Heb. c. 1. v. 12. 


The Cabaliſtick Few: placed . 


That the Pronoun He 


ſignifies Him, who is true- 
ly God. 


Ambroſe ſays, He, 1s the 
fame with that which zs ; 
as He ſaid to his Servant 


Moſes, I Am that I Am, 


among the Divine Names, 


Origen underſtands it as expreſſing 
the Immutability of God. 


AM e 8 25 

Nessi A5. 0 
T0 @T per lor nf c .- 
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But the Doctrine (ay 
He) of the Jews and 


Chriftians, which aſſerts 


the [mmutability and Un- 
changeableneſs of God, is 


accounted impious, decauſe 
it falls not in with the 


Im piety 
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Impiety of thoſe, who think 


impiouſly of God, but 


teaches us to ſay in our 
Prayers to God, Thou art 
He. 


Again ; We ſay that the 


Divine Scriptures affirm 
God to be immutable in 
this Expreſſion, But Thou 
art He. 


WET dug of a, 
Wess ad d c 15* 
To 3 0 & bos &. Cont. 
Celſ. Lib. 1. p. "= 
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Lib. 4. p. 169. 


1 chin it is plein that Origen, in ci- 


ting the words, But thou art He, refers 
to Fſal. cii. 27. Heb. i, 12. where 
they are only written, ſo far as 1 know, 
in the ſame Order and Number as they 
are here cited. Now ſince the Apoſtle 
Paul explains them of the Perſon of 
Chriſt, and the Learned Origen skilful 
in Scripture could not be ignorant of it, 
He muſt be ſuppoſed to uſe them in the 
ſame Senſe that the Apoſtle explained 
them in, and to comprehend Chriſt in 
the Notion of the immutable and un- 
changeable Gsd. Which He ſeems to 
do from the Context of the latter Ci- 
tation, For Cælſus having objected to 
the Chriſtians that it was _ ol 
0 
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God to deſcend, and take upon him a 
mortal Body, without ſuffering an efſen- 
tial Change in his divine Nature, 
p. 169, 171. Origen anſwers him by 
explaining the true Meaning of God's 
deſcending, p. 169. which He had 
done before p. 168. and to which He 
refers him, and tells Him that not- 
withſtanding this Deſcent, God re- 

main'd immutable in his own. Nature. 

That what deſcended to Men was 

in the Form of God, p. 169. or, was 

Os the immortal * God the Word, p. 170. 
4:6. who ſuffered no eſſential Change, tho 
He emptied himſelf to be comprehend- 
ed of Men. Which He proceeds to 
prove after the ſame mariner as He had 

proved God to be immutable, p. 169. 

that is, as He had proved that by his 

defcending to Men God was not chang'd, 

as Celſus ſuppoſed, from Good to Evil, 

from Beautiful to Deformed, from 

Happy to Miferable, and from the Beli 

to the Worit ; becaule He remained 

+ Mow + unchangeable in his nature, and 
Ergen. did no more than || condeſcend or 

Lp accommodate himſelf by the Mconomy 
latent of his Providence to human Affairs: So 
does He prove of God the Word, that 

He ſuffered by his Deſcent no ſuch 
Change 
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Change from Good to Evil, &c. run- 

ning through all the Particulars : And 

adds, that if Celſus thinks He muſt be 
changed on the account of his taking 

upon him a mortal Body and an human 

Soul. He ought to be inſtructed that 
the Word, remaining in * its nature o As. 
the Word, ſuffers none of thoſe Changes 2& v 
which the Body and Soul do ; but be- 1%. 
comes Fleſh by way of + Condeſcen-+ Zuma: 
fron, Ke. Since then the Word is God lag. 
according to Origen, and his Immutabi- 

lity is proved by the ſame Arguments as 

that of God is, I think it is plain that 

the Son was comprehended under the 
immutable God by this Learned Father. 

Nay, his calling the Word the immortal 

God, ſeems to be done with an Intent 

to ſhew Celſus, that the Word was ever 

|| :be ſame; which is Celſus's Defini- ¶ Ka 2 
tion of immortal, p. 169. and that He <"* 2 
was guilty of an Abſurdity in affirming . 
the immortal God to be changed by his 
Deſcent into a mortal Body, p. 170, 

As for Tefterday, to Day, and for 
Ever, it falls in with, * Who is, and* Rev. i. 
Was, and is to come, A Name that ex-* 


Preſſes the eternal Exiſtence of God. 
Ambroſe YZ 


—— g 
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Heri, propter Ambroſe ſays, Yeſterday, 
eternitatem. Lib. 5, becauſe of his Eternity. 
de Fide. c. 2. Cs 


To ss, T maps Chryſoſiom 3 Teſterday 
Sym muy Aya ſignifies all the paſt time. 
ve a onpeeov, To Day, the preſent. And 
5 Grecme* d die, for Ever, that which has 
= Greser, 2 Agi no End. | 

' 20 2907. In loc. 


DCCLXXIII. Mark xiii. 32. But of 
that day and hour knoweth no 
man, no not the Angels which are 
in heaven, neither the Son, But 
W 


It may be ſuppoſed, that, when theſe 
words were ſpoken, the Humanity of 
the Son had no Knowledge of the 
Time of his coming to Judgment, be- 
cauſe it was illuminated by degrees. 
Luk. ii. 32. and probably received the 

Knowledge of it with other Revelat ions 
after his Aſcenſion into Heaven and 
Glorification there, Rev. 1. 1. and v. 4, 

3. Irenæus indeed ſeems to have un- 
derſtood the Paſſage of the Divinity of 
Chriſt, but may be very well — 

1 | y 
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by the Citation out of Bail; who means 


nothing more by the Son's Ignorance, 
than that the Father is the Fountain of 


all Knowledge, which is derived to the 


Son with his Eſfence from the Father: 


For that Irenens believ'd that the Son 


knew all things is evident from the fol- 


> lowing Words: 


How could therefore 


that which is produced by 


Ignorancæè and Detect con- 
tain Him (the Word) who 
has the knowledge of all 
things, and is true and 
perfect? | 


Quomodo ipitur 
ignorantiæ & Labis 
emiſſio eum qui con- 
tinet univerſorum 
aonitionem, &. fit 


verus & perfectus, 


portare ßpotuit ? 


Lib. Ke. 10 


Clem. Alexand. was of the ſame Mind, 


for ſays he, 


| Ignorance does not ap- 
proach God, who was the 
Father's Counſellor before 
the Foundation of the 


World. For this is the 


Wiſdom which God Al- 
mighty delighted in. 
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Strom. 7. p. 703. 


DCCCXXX. 
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DCCCXXX. My Father is + greater 
than J. N 


+ Greater as He is Father; not in 
reſpe of the Divine Nature, which is 
the ſame in both. 


DCCCCXXXIV. Phil. ii. 6, 7. Who 
being in the Form of God (as He is 
| Cod the Word) thought it not 
robbery to be equal with God (+ Did 
not take upon him at his firſt ap- 
pearance in the World an Equality 
with God, or appear in the Glory 
and Power of his Divine Nature.) 
| But made himſelf of no Reputation, 
and took upon him the Form of a Ser- 
vant ; and was made in the likeneſs 
of Man, (or emptied himſelf, by 
taking upon him the Form of a Ser- 
vant, being made in the Likeneſs of 


Men.) 


+ It muſt be obſerved that Chriſt the 

(a)1 Cor. ſecond Man, the Lord (a) from Hea- 
*V-47- ven, coming into the World to redeem 
Mankind, took contrary Steps to bring 
it about, to thoſe that were made by 


the firſt Man, who ruined himſelf _ 
1 the 


4 
3 
8 
y 
d 
e 


the Creation with him. As for Inſtance, 
the firſt Adam had an ambitious Deſire 
of becoming as God, O οee, that is, 
equal with, or like to God; of the ſame 
meaning with, Tz: Oe, Phil. ii. 6. as the 
Particle (5) is render'd, Job xxix. 14. 
where e as 4 Robe is in the Sept. 
Io drr, equal or like ts a Robe 3 
and to compaſs his Deſire violated the 
Laws, and trampled on the Authority 


ok God his Creator  Ruc the fans 


Adam, the Son of God, tho' himſelf 
God, was ſo far from attempting tofſhew 
himſelf 2s God, or equal with God by 
violent Methods, that He would not 


appear to be that which He is, or come 


into the World in the proper Splendor 


of his Divine Nature, but concealed his 
Glory under the Form of a Servant, or 


the human Nature. 


+ The Divine Nature of the Son did 
not empry itſelf of its Glory, which was 
Eſſential, nor of the Form of God, which 


was the Divine Nature itſelf, being 
entirely (a) immutable. But conceal-(,) I 


ed its Majeſty under the Form of à Ser- Orig.conts = 
Ell. 10. 

2 ; 4. P · 170. 

in regard of Men, was as it were, &N*662, 


vant + That is, the Son relatively, and 


emptied of his Glory, becauſe the Jeu 
„ could 
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could not diſcern it through the Vail of 


his Fleſh 5 but abſolutely He was not. 
And in this Senſe is the Text angcrfioed 
by the following Writer. 


Pxbauſ A fe emets 


zyſum acceptd effi- 
gie Servi. Adv. 


M,̃arc. Lib. 5. c. 20. 


Si Chriſ/us er- 


znanitur in eo quod 
naſcitur, formam 
ſerdi accipiendo, 


c. c. 17. 


[Te s engywr : 3 Mop” 
D Shs Aabuy, os 


Tertullian ſays, He emp- 
tied himſelf, by taking on 
Him the Form of a Ser- 
Vantr, 


Novatian ; If Chriſt was 
emptied in being born, and 
taking on him the Form of 
a Servant, Go. 


Chryſo#om; How did He 
empty himſelf? By taking 


upon him the Form of a 


Servant. 


If it be further aquired, how the 
taking upon him the Form of a Servant 
was underſtood to be anemptying ; it is 
explained thus by Theodoret, 


Oecs wy, 4 de- 


ro Ges, T lp - 


rec y e 
gyaw., In loc. 


Tho? He was God, He 


was not diſcerned to be 


God, by reaſon of his be- 
ing cloathed with the Hu- 1 


man Nature. 
That 


1 . 1 1 8 Net 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. 99 
That is, The Glory of the Godhead _ 
was ſo vailed and — * under the 
Man, as if it were not there ; and this 
Concealment was the emptying. 


Again, He hid his Ma- Ti atlas l- 
jeſty. plas, Ibid. 


Which is Ferome' . Senſe wg the 
Place, 


He hid what He 4 Quod erat, hu- 


by Humility” — celavit. In 
| OCs 


Novatian is more particular, and 
by 8. 


It would have been more De quo verius 
truly ſaid of Chriſt, That diffum fuiſſet locu- 
He was enriched when He pletatum illum efſe 
was born, than emptied; unc, quum naſce- 
except 1t had been on this retur, non exina- 
Account, that the Autho- nitum; niſi quoni- 
rity of the Divine Word, am autoritas Divini 
reſting from the Exerciſe Jerbi ad ſuſcipiene 
of its own Strength, in or- dum hominem in- 
der to take upon it the Na- terim eonquieſcens, 
ture of Man, humbled and nec ſe ſurs viribus 
3 it ſelf for a cer= exercens, dejicit ſe 

ir 3: ad 
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ad tempus atq; de- 
ponit, dum hominem 
fert, quem ſuſce pit. 
c. 17. f 


Exinanivit ſe dum 


ad injurias contu- 
melia ſa; deſcendit; 
dum audit infanda, 
experitur indigna, 


Ibid, 


tain Seaſon, while it bore 
the Man whom it took up- 
on it. 


And again; He empti- 
ed bimſelf while he conde- 
ſcended to the bearing of 
Injuries and Reproaches ; 


while He heard Words 
that ought not to have been 


ſpoken to him, and expe- 


rienced things that oughe 


not to have been done. 


The Senſe of the former of which 
Paſſages 1s expreſſed thus by St. Am- 


broſe, 


Sed ſemetipſum 
exinanivit. Pote- 
ftatem ſuam ab ope- 
re retraxit, Ut Hu- 
miliatus otiond vir- 
ze infirmior vide- 
retur, In loc. 


But He emptied himſelf. 
He with-held his Power 
from acting; that being 
humbled by the Inactivity 
of his Power, He might 
ſeem weak. 


The Sum of the Doctrine is this; 
That the Son of God emptied himſelf, 
or concealed his Glory and Power by 


taking 


Gp OY on www »*” ww ” 
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taking upon him human Nature, and 
bearing the Indignities offered him in 
it, thro' the Suſpenſion of the Acts of 


his Divine Power; ſo that He ſeemed _ 


to Men to be void of that Power, which 
was eſſential to him and inſeparable 
from him. For if He were really, and 
abſolutely emptied of his Glory, or ſe- 


parated from it, it is impoſſible it ſnould 
ever have been eſſential to him, or He 


himſelf have been true God; nor could 
the Glory of the Divinity have been 
mentally diſcerned by the Apoſtles them- 
ſelves thro' the Vail of the Fleſh, if 
it had not been there; as St. John tells 


us it was, c. i. 14, And we beheld his 


Glory, the Glory as of the only begotten of 
rhe Father, in which Senſe it is under- 
ſtood by Erfeb. de Eccleſ. Theol, Lib. 1. 
p. 85. and it is not improbable but that 
the Brightneſs of his Perſon, when tranſ- 
figured upon the Mount, was the Effect 


of the Eruption of this concealed 
Glory. 


The Comment indeed ſuppoſes, That 


_ Chriſt Jeſus emptied himſelf of rhar 


Porm of God which He before poſſeſſed - 
which ſeems to import, That Re did 
not poſſeſs it in his State of Emptineſs. 
Naw if He was God, as being in he 

| 1 Form 


5 
: 1 
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Form of God, his loſing the Poſſeſſion of 
tbe Form was loſing his Godhead ; and 
ſince his State of Emptineſs, was one and 
the ſame with his State of Humiliation 
in a Body of Fleſh, and the Loſs of the 
Poſſeſſion was in his State of Emptineſs, 
it will follow that He was not God, or 
poſſeſſed of the Godhead in his Stare of 
Humiliation in a Body of Fleſh, which 
1s contrary to Scripture, that tells us, 
God was manifeſted in the _ Fleſh, 
1 Tim. 11.16, calling him God while 
He was yet in the Fleſh, or in his State 
of Humiliation. But further, If He 
was not poſſeſſed of the Form of God, or 
of the Godhead in his State of Empti- 
neſs, and Manifeſtation in the Fleſh, as 
He could never have been real God, be- 
cauſe otherwiſe, the Form of God, or 
the Godhead, would have been eſſential 
to him and inſeparable from him; fo 
could He never have been the Mediator 
between God and Men, and have re- 
conciled us to God; that Character and 
Office, requiring a Perſon who equally 

conſiſted of both Natures, according to 
the reaſoning of the Antients, No 501. 
So that the Conſequence of the Suppo- 
ſition, overturns the Foundation of our 
Chriſtian Hope. If then the Learned 
15 3 ö Author 
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Author believes that the Son is true God, 
He muſt mean ſomething leſs than is 
here imagined, and the Words ſeem to 
import, when He ſays, That Chriſt Jeſus 
emptied himſelf of that Form of God 
which he before poſſeſſed. But if He look- 
ed upon Chriſt Jeſus to have been a 
mixt Being before his Incarnation, con- 
fiſting of God the Word, and an intel- 
lectual Nature made and aſſumed by him, 
as the Firſt-fruits of his Creatures holy 
to the Lord; it may be well conceived, 
how the created. Nature in a qualified 
Senſe might be ſaid to empty it ſelf, of 
ſomething it poſſeſſed from the imme- 
diate Union, and glorious Irradiation of 
the Divine Nature, when it came into 


Fleſh. 


Origen was of this Mind, when He 
ſaid, that 


vAY. * 2 
— — — — — — — — 23K „ 00% ay 2 2 „ „„ e 
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The Word ſuffered no 
Change in it ſelf, when 
out of its great Love to 
Mankind it cauſed a Sa- 
viour (meaning its own 
pre-exiſting Human Soul) 
to come down to them. 
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104 The Scripture Docrrine Chap. II. 
Exvoics ei mas r- Which Soul, He ſays, 
Cpwmyes wiess wp voluntarily deſcended for 
TY 2 2 Wa- our Sakes into the frail and 


Ibid. ſorrowful Condition of 
Men. 


And then baving affirmed, That the 

Scripture talks much of this Humiliation 
and Condeſcenſion of the Soul of the 
Mord to Sorrow and Suffering, chooſes 
out of all the reſt, Phil. ii. 5, Gc. to 
prove and confirm it, thereby fhewing, 
That He underſtood all that was ſaid 
there of Chriſt's emptying and humbling 
himſelf, to belong to his So and not 
to the Word, which he makes to be 
immutable, p. 170. 
Nov 1 the Learned Dr. were 
of this Mind or not, it would have been 
more inſtructing and {atis:aQtory to the 
Reader, if he had propoſed his Senti- 
ment with a little more Clearneſs. 


DCCCCXXXVII Coloſf. i. 1 15. Whois 
the Image of the inviſible God, The 
Firſt- born of every Creature, 


Without ſtrictly enquiring, whether 


the Son be called the Fir#-born of-. every 
Creatures 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &c. [09 
Creature, in reſpect of his Eternal Ge- 
neration, or of his coming forth in order 
to Creation; it may be worth our ob- 
ſerving, That the coming forth of the 
Son from the Father, is differently ex- 
preſſed in Scripture, and, as it is probable, 
according to the different Views, in | 
which the Sacred Writers ſpake of | 
him : As for Inſtance, The Ancients 
thought, that the Prophet David ſpoke | 
of the Production of the Son, in the | 
following Words, + My heart is enditing H Pal. [ 
a good Matter, or, a good Word, Heb. — l 
aoqpy ayaboy, Sept. which If it be true, 
it muſt be concluded, That David 
conſidered the Son as Light of Light, 
or as the Word and Truth conceived in 
the Mind or Heart of the Father ; for 7 
ſo the Heart is uſed for the Princi- 5 
ple of Thought by the Zewiſh Writers; 
and then ir 1s no wonder that the 
Word Wn render'd Enditing, was uſed 
by the Prophet, as probably expreſſing 
the riſing up of a Thought in the 
Mind or Underſtanding hot with Con- 
templation. But again, when the 
Scriptures ſpeak of him as the proper i,, T* 
Son of God (a) who is his (6b) proper Rom, vill. 
Father, it may reaſonably be 3 „ 9 
That the Sacred Writers oonſider d him D. — Bl 
| as v. 18. BE 00 ö 
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as the Fruit of the whole Perſon and 
Nature of the Father, or as the Off- 
ſpring + of bis Love ; and therefore ex- 

preſſed his coming forth by the Term 
Generation, as ſignifying the Production 
of a Being in the Power of Love, of the 

ſame Nature and n. with the 
Parent. 


4 The Apoſtle calls the Son, The 
Son of God's Love, Ts ys N aamms cure, 
Coloff. i. 13. That is, not only the Ob- 
Jed of his Love, or the Perſon in whom 
He is well pleaſed, Matt. iii. 17. but 
alſo the ſubſtantial Fruit and Product of 
his Love, or of his * whole Nature, 
thro' Love. 


Clem. Alexand. calls him 


bv 


0 es dh cet | Love, as being the Frutt 
Ms ps, | LAT, brought forth by Love. 
Quis Dives, Gc. 


1 


Which if it be true of his Relative 
Exe, is much more ſo of his Abſo- 
Jute and Eternal, 


1 


Chap. II. of the Trinity, &. 107 
I cannot but take notice of a Say- 

ing of Origen, which in its plain and 

natural Conſequence ſhews us, That 

He held the Son to proceed from the 

whole Perfection of the F aliens His 

Say! ing is this, 


I think that the Son is O po vy ol tat 
the Effulgency of the whole a Her T2 Oed 2 
Glory of God. 5 amwaTug 20 7” 
1 5 15. Orig. in Joan. 

P. 416. 


Now the Son i is not a Being of one 
PerfeRtion, but of rag He is the 


1 c 5 or, the Son of his Love, (d) the (6) Aas 
mighty God, Ce) or, the Breath of the (c) Wiſd. 
Power of God Eternal Life, (Cf) and 7 2 : 
abſolutely God Cg ), or che true God (BO Ag. 


1. 12. 


Which includes all Perfections. If then (e) Iſai. 


the Son as Light proceeds from the * 1 


whole Glory of the Father: Is there any 25. 
Reaſon, why as Holy, True, Juſt, ) 21 Joh, 
Good, Mighty, Life it ſelf, and true , Y 


PUT C. 


God, He ſhould not proceed from the Life by 


Nature. 
whole Holineſs, Truth, Juſtice, Good- Frau. 

ex Spicil. 
SefR. 2. p. 172. Toy Sas Conv. Truly Life, C. Alexand. Stro. To 


5. 708. (g) John i. 1. (bh) 1 John. v. 20. 
N nels, 
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neſs, Might, Life, and Godhead of the 
Father, and be the Fruit and Offfpring 


j of his whole Nature? 

| In Page 185. it is affirmed, * That 
j ce the Antients from certain Expreflions 
bi * of Scripture, took occaſion to ſpeak 
| „as if the Son of God was produced 
i by the Father juſt before the Crea- 
0 tion of the World; but that the 
il * Words of Scripture gave no Ground 
| for ſuch Speculations. 

Whatever the Opinion af this learned 
3 Gentleman may be concerning the 
a © meaning of the Scripture Expreſſions, /it 


I - ®. ſeems to be certain, that the Antients, 


| who took occaſion from them to aſſert 

1 the Generation of the Son, in order to 

li Creation, thought they were a ſufficient 

[7 Ground for ſuch their Aſſertion. And | 
l ſince theſe Antients are in great Num- | 
__ bers, and ſome of them in the moſt ear- | 
1 Iy Times, let the Reader judge which 
= of the two may be preſumed to be the : 
I! beſt Witneſſes, or Interpreters of Scrip- f 

| 1 ture. | | 5 | i 

4 3«ã for the 4420. é, Oabee., it ws | 7 
== uſually taken by Heathen, Jewiſh, and f 
| wn i: Chriſtian 6 
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Chriſtian Authors for the Thoughts of 
the Mind. And the Chriſtian Writers 
conſidering the Father under the Cha- 
racter of Mind, or as an intellectual 
Nature, ſpoke of the Son as the Con- 
ception of the Mind, calling Him A4). 
Sd. dr., and vs, as it ſtands for the 
Thoughts, and not for the Faculty. 

But then as they did not look upon the 
Father to be a bare intellectual Power, 
when they called him Mind, but a 
Divine Perſon, naturally and neceſſari- 

ly furniſhed and compleated with all 
Perfection: So muſt they not be ſup- 
poſed to have conceived the Son, when 


ceiving and Underſtanding, but as a 17 ; 


Mind, can never be ſuppos d to be nales. 
void of Thought, He makes it (c) eter- A 
pally thoughtful, or the Thought to be 


co-exiſtent with the Mind. This Eternal 
Thought 
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Thought came forth and manifeſted' it 
ſelf in order to create, and 1s the Son of 
God. If then Athenagoras underſtocd the 
whole Perſon of God the Father, by the 
Eternal Mind, as it is evident He did; 

the Thought of ſuch a Mind, muſt be 
the Off. an of the whole Perſon of 
God the Father: and therefore the 
Thought or Word coming forth to 
create, muſt have been as Real and 
Perſonal à Subſiſtence before, as it was 
after the coming forth. For other- 
wiſe it is inconceivable, how the bare 
coming forth without Creation, and it 
is mentioned as a bare coming forth, 
ſhould make, or be thought to make, 
a pre-exiſting Thing become a Per- 
fon, which was none before. 

Theopbilus ſpeaks of the Son aſter 
Ad Au- the ſame manner, * firſt as a Þ Thought 
= Edit. Eternally exiſting in the Mind of God, 
Oxon. Which was alſo his Counſellor, . 
l condly, as a Voice, or as the ſame Eter- 


Ale aal nal Thought, uttered and ſpoken forth, 


ec, in order to create: Which ſhews, 
& That He believed the Son to be a di- 


+3 ges: ſtink Perſon from the Father from all 


n. Eternity, partly by his calling him 
Counſellor before his coming forth, 
which is a Perſonal Character; ; partly 

i = * 
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by his affirming him after his coming 

forth, when He was doubtleſs a Perſon, 

to be the very ſame Thought that eter- 

nally exiſted inthe Mind of God ; which 

evidently infers him to have been a Per- 

ſon before. Nay, his Reaſoning argues 

him to be Son, while He was yet con- 

cealed in the Heart of God, which is 

as Perſonal a Name as any that can be 

given. = | - 

Tatian ſeems to have been of the fame —— 

E Mind with the two preceding Writers. 5 

For the * Power of the Word, or ratio- . . 
nal Power, which 18 ſpoken of F . xi. as aur A- 
a Perſon, is mentioned as exiſting before . d- 

his coming forth, F. vii. So that the“ l 

ö Word according to all theſe Writers, | 

was a Real Perſon preſent with the Fa- 

ther, and diſtin& from him, before his 

coming forth in order to create. 
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CHAP. III. 


Of the Hor y Seirirt 
of GOD. 


DCCCCXCVIII. 1 T. iv. 1. 
+ 4 Then was Fe- 
fus led up of the * Spirit into the 
Wilderneſs. 


Concerning the Son's emptying him- 
ſelf, No 934. 


* It is not to be ſuppoſed, That the 
Word ſo far emptied himſelf, and con- 
cealed his Glory under the Vail of Fleſh, 
and ſuſpended his Acts, as to leave the 
Humanity to the ſole Conduct of the Holy 
Spiris, For if this were true, then was 
our Salvation wrought out, not by the 
Word made Fleſh, or by the Second Per- 
fon of the Trinity united to Man, but 


by 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 
by the Holy Ghoſt. The Truth then 


appears to be this; That as the Father 
works through the Son in the Holy 


Ghoſt ; fo 1 Word works from — 
Father through the Spirit, and that 


this Mconomy was obſerved in the Hu- 


man Nature; tlie Father working with 
and through 'the Son, Job. v. 17, 19. 
and the Word in the Fleſh, working with 
ind through the Spirit; ſo that the 


Whole Trinity, or the Father, and the 


Word in the Spirit, wrought in and 
through the Man aſſumed by the Word. 
For that the Word was not Ille in the 
Human Nature, in relation to Acts of 


Mercy and Goodneſs, is evident from 


hence, that it was a Light that inſtruct- 
ed, and a Life that quickned, Gf rs. i. 
4,9, 12,18 and xi. 25, Gr. Nay, all 


his Acts of Patience and Goodnels ; his 
Victory over the World, and his Re- 
ſurrection from the Dead, and Aſcen- 
ſion into Heaven, are attributed by Ire- 
neus, to the Influence of the Word, His 
Words are theſe, 


1 For 
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For as He was Man, 
that He might be tempted: 
So was He the Word, that 


He might be glorified. The 


Word indeed F reſting 
(here 1s its emptying 1t 
ſelf;) in regard of the 


Temptation, Crucifixion, 


and dying of the Man; 


but being preſent with, or 


aſſiſting him, in regard of 


his Conqueſt, Patience, 


Goodneſs, Reſur rection and 
Aſcenſion. Þ See No 934. 


i.. of l 


Lord is upon me, 


becauſe He 


hath anointed me to preach the 
Goſpel to the Poor, 


Ireneus's Comment upon this Place 
is very proper, 


Nam ſecundum id 
quod Verbum Dei 
Homo erat, ex ra- 


dice feſſe, &. Fi- 


lius Abrahe, ſe- 


As the Word of God 
was Man, of the Root of 


Jeſſe, and the Son of A. 


braham, in this reſpect did 
the Spirit of God reſt upon 


him 


MZ © T otros 2 - oe Dis ot a ac 


ICT 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 1 15 

him (Eum, the Man, not cundum hoc requi” 
the Word) and He was eſcebat Spiritus Dei 
anointed to preach the Go- ſuper Eum, & un- 
ſpel to the Meek. gebatur ad evan- 


2 eli gandlum Busnili- 


bus, Lib. 3. c. 10. 
MLVI. 4&5 Xxviil. 23, 26, 27. Well 


ſpike the Holy Ghoſt by Iſaiab the 
Prophet unto our Fathers, ſaying, 
Go unto this People, and ſay, 

| Os) . and I ſhould heal 
them, | | 


The Glory which appeared to Ji. 
chap. vi. is the Glory of the Father, 
Revelat. iv. 8. and of the Son, Joh. xii. 
41. and in this Place, of the Holy 
Ghoſt. For the Glory, or Lord, 
which ſpake to the Prophet, 1s called 
here the Holy Ghoſt. Now ſince Three 


Perſons are manifeſted in one Glory, 


and Manifeſtations are intended to 
bring us into the Knowledge of the 
Things manifeſted, it 1s a great Pro- 
bability, that the one Glory teaches 
us the Unity or Identity of Nature, 
of the Perſons manifeſted in it. See 
No 597. * 
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It is worth obſerving, That it is 
no ſtrange thing with the Jews, to 
put Holy Ghoſt in the place of God, 
as if they were one and the ſame 
Being. 

Rab. Ob. De Bartinora, ſays, At the 
time of Deſtruction, God was ſad for 
the Misfortunesof his People ; and then 
the Angels would have comforted him; 
but the Holy Ghoſt anſwered, Haſten 


not to 4 4 Me. In Notis in Trac. 


de Patr. Capit. Pars 4. Leg. Miſch, 


460. 
"1 The Sea heard the Voice of the Hoh 
Ghoſt ¶ Febovah, Exod. xiv.) winch 
ſpake to Mz/es out of the midſt of the 
Fire, Addit. ad Paraph. Chald. Brev. in 


Exod. xiv. 2t. 


The Holy Ghoſt (The Lord of Hoſts, 
Hag. i. 9.) anſwered them, becarſe of 
mine Fouſe that is waſte. Tradl at. 
de Patr. c. 4. which will explain 
thoſe Expreſſions, in which the Church 
1s called the Temple of the Hol 
Ghoſt, 

The Prophets do the ſame Thing. 


| Tfaiab ſays of the Fews, c. Ixlii. 10. 


That they rebelled and vexed bis 
(God's) Holy Spirit. Which Holy Spi- 


til 


A er. 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 117 


it is the ſame with he Angel of his 


; _ Preſence, that conducted and ſaved 


them, v. 9. For this was the Being 
that was provoked by them in the 
Wilderneſs, and in the ſucceeding 
Generations, But this Angel of his 
Preſence is God bimſelf according to the 
Sepruag. and according to their Notion 
of the Word Preſence, Exod. xxxiii. 
that is, it is God himſelf as manifeſted 
in the Glory. It appears then that the 
Prophet looked upon God as manifeſted 
5 the Glory, and the Holy Ghoſt to be 

5 1 

Jer. 11. He ſays, where is He that 
hut his Holy Spirit in the midſt of 
Him? Now that which was in the 
midſt of them was the Glory of the 
Lord, ſometimes reſting on his Ta- 
bernacle in the midſt of the Camp; 
and ſometimes marching before them 
in the Cloud, Exod. xl. 34, &c. Numb. 
ii. 17. Which Glory is called by the 


Name of God; and is ſaid to be Zehovab 


himſelf, Zech. ii. 5. J faich Fehovab, 
— will be the Glory nh the midſt of | 
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118 The Scripture DoCtrine . Chap, Ill. 
Ver. 14. He ſays, the Spirit of the 


Lord cauſed Him to reſt. 


But it was 


the Glory, or his Preſence, that led, con- 


ducted them, 


and cauſed them to reſt 


in the Land of Canaan. It is plain then 
'that the Glory and Spirit were conſi- 
dered as one in the Eye of the Prophet. 


But the Glory is called Jehovah ; 


the 


Spirit therefore, who is one with it, is 
comprehended in Jehovah ; which be. 


ing but One, 


Deut. vi. 4. and the 


Name incommunicable, Exod. iii. 15. 
Pal. Ixxxiii. 18. God and the Spi- 


rit, who are Jchovah, are One ; 


that 


is, as the Divine Nature, or Jehovah, ; 18 


but one; ſo is the Glory, 


which is 


a Manifeſtatiom of i it, and Called by the 
ſame Name, but One alſo 5 but this 
One Glory is that of God and the Spi- 
rit, therefore it may reaſonably be in- 
ferred, That God and the Spirit are 
united in the One Divine Nature, as 
they are in the Glory or Manifcttation 


Of it. 


Ezekiel ſeems to Ne os; the ſame 
Mind with 1ſaiab ; for ſays He, c. viii. 


M3. 
rhe appearance of fre : 


put forth the form of an hand, 


I beheld, and uf a likeneſs as 
ud He 


and 


700, 


Spirit lift me up. It is no wonder that 
the Spirit lift up the Prophet, when the 
Hand of the Glory, oriof the Lord (for 
ſoit is called c. 1x. v. 3, 4.) took him 
by a Lock of the Head, for indeed the 
Spirit 1s called the Hand of the Lord, 
U.I. and c. iii. v. 14. The Spirit lifted 
me up, and took me away — The 


hand of the Lord was ſtrong upon me. 


That is, the Spirit, which took him 


up, was ſtrong upon Him; (or the 


Spirit of Prophecy, as the Hand is cal- 
led, Paraph. Chald.) As then the 
Hand is one with the viſible Glory of 
the Lord, ſo may it reaſonably be con- 
cluded that the Spirit is One with Je- 
hovah, or the Lord manifeſted in it. 


Note, the Spirit and the Son are 


called the Hands of God the Fa- 
ther by Irenæus, Lib. 5. c. 6. and 
Lib. 1. in præf. and are ſaid to be 


God himſelf. Lib. 2. c. 55. 


5. 185. 


PR 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, & c. F 19 


took me by a lock of mine head; and the 
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120 The Scripture DoFrine Chap. I, 
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Chap. iii. v. 24. The Spirit entered 
into me, and ſet me upon my Feet, and 
 ſpake with me. No Subject intervenes 
between Spirit and — ſo that the 
Spirit, which ſet him upon his Feet, 
ſeems to have ſpoken to him. If then 
this be true, the Spirit calls himſelf, 
Lord Jehovah, v. 27. When I ſpeak 
with thee, I will open thy mouth, and 
thou ſhalt ſay unto - 64 Thus faith 
the Lord Fehovah. And doubtleſs the 
Teſtimony of the Spirit concerning 
himſelf, is to be: believed by ue. It 
is true, indeed, That the . enter- 
ed and ſet are Feminine, relating to 
Spirit; but Spake a Maſculine ; and 
therefore may belong to Glory, and 
not Spirit. But ſince Verbs of both 
Genders are joyned with Spirit, ſee 
Gen, vi. 3. I Kings vill. 12. I think 
it is moſt agreeable to the Conſtru- 
ction, to rele n all tÞ Spi- 
rit. 

Chap. xi. v. 1, 2. 1 thes 
ris lift me up, and brought nie unto the 
Eaſt gate of the Lord's Houſe, + — 
Then ſaid He uiio me. Here the 


Spirit is the common Subject of the 


Verbs 3 ta the — Ob- 
ſervation: 


1 YO MM Sei OO FF = FJ 0 Ya Sy ?  » COT K. K. 


- „ 
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Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 


- ſervation. The Septuagint and Syriack 
indeed, put in Lord before the Verb 
aid, And the Lord ſaid unto me. But 


whether they refer it to the Glory ut 
the Eaſt-gate, c. X. 19. whither the 
Prophet was carried, c. xi. 1. or to 


| the Spirit carrying him, as being one 


with the Glory, is uncertain ; though 


the latter is more probable according to 
the Hebrew, which has no Subject be- 
| fide Spirit only. 1 


121 


Ver. 5. And the Spirit of the Lord 


| fell upon me, and ſaid unto me. The 
Spirit again is the common Subject of 


both theſe Verbs, which have the ſame 


Diſtinction of Maſculine and Feminine 


with the former. If then the Spirit is 


the Perſon ſpeaking, and calls himſelf 


Lord or Jehova, as he does, v. 10, 12. 


Te ſball know that I am the Lord, He is 


truly ſuch. And if it be objected that 
the Spirit ſpeaks in the Name of the 


Lord only, and not in his own Name, 


becauſe He ſays to the Prophet, v. 5. 
Speak, thus ſaith the Lord; it. may 
be anſwered, That where the Lord 


himſelf undoubtedly ſpeaks, the like 


Form of Words is uſed, as Ii. vii. 3, 
4,7s Then ſaid the Lord unto Iſaiab, 
„ Go 


. — * >= — — * 


7 
15 
Mis 
145 
4 
. 
11 
415 
4 
1 
by 
105 
. 
"oh ; 
iy 
1 
11 
| 
af 1 
$44 


'Þ 


"Y 

18 
N 
* 
o 

N 

* 
1 [7 

4 

* 
: 

* 
7. 
5 
| 
: 

# 


_— V — oo 
— 5 1 4 — 3 


— 
. 


TIS 


n r 
4% 


F = 1 goa — v 
= SÞ 255th. 51S ok e Wee e hone 


— - 
Ln 
— — 


— 
* 


r A * 


m—_— 


— r ES 
„ 2 ens 2. 4 rn 


— 


- BI Ix 
— — 


5... 0-5 rn 


_ * — * <-> * — 
TAI 4D a AT es. AGE TEA 20" — 


— 


GAG. ? 2 CE A. i -- a . 22 — d 
— 2 R — . . — 
> * F — 4 2 4 bs — 

a — — — — — — — — — — = o "od - 
3 Og — — — — ano — . — 
2 —— ů — "> 4 a= > B% 

„ 2 , X84 E ar + % 


„ 


— _— 
x ——_ 
42 — 2 — 


2 N 
— 2 


122 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. III. 


Go forth now to meet Ahax, and 
ſay unto him, thus ſaith the Lord 
Gl. 


Alfter the ſame manner, becauſe the 
One Glory of the Father, Son and Ho- 

ty "os manifeſted in the Hu- 
man Nature of Chriſt, though the 
Word Only was perſonally — to it, 
are the Words of Chriſt attributed to 
the Spirit. Reuel. ii. and iii. 

It is no wonder then from all theſe 
Conſiderations, that ſome Ant ient Wri- 
ters underſtood, Iſai. vi. g, Gc. as cited 
by St. John and st. Paul, to be expreſſive 
of the Trinity in Unity of Eſſence and 

Glory. 


geen fays 1 vpon the Words of 
* c. xii. 41. 

Tab? 3 Een, 07h Theſe things ſaid Iſiah 
% 7 Ear aur when He ſaw his Glory, 
GO; 17s Taps Whole Glory ? The Fa- 
es Lr 0 Lol vine ther's. How then does 
WEek TH Us Dye, 0 John apply them to the 
- 5 [Iauva©O- Week Ts Son, and Paul to the 
Td. + 5 2 055 Spirit? Not as confound- 


auyaAcipoyres ms Ing the Perſons, but de- 
claring 


7 
. 
g 


pale he Holy 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &. 


claring the Glory to be but 
but one. 


Jerom ſays, who that 
Lord was, who was ſeen, 
may be fully. learnt 
from John the Evange- 
lift, and the Acts of the 
Apoſtles. Fohn——=-ev1- 
dently means Chrift, Paul 
in the Acts —- ſays, well 
Gbof by 
Iſaias - Bur the Son 
was ſeen in the Dreſs of a 
King. And the Holy 
Ghoſt ſpake as being a 
Partner in the Glory, and 


one with Him in Sub- 


ſtance. 


©5301. 
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Quis fit autem 
ie” Dominus qui 
videtur, in Evan- 
gelift# Johanne 2 
in Apottolorum As 
dis plenius aiſcimnus, 
Quorum Toannes — 
haud dubium quin 


Chriftum Senificer. | 


Rurſum Paulus in 
Attis —— bene, in- 


quit, Spiritus San- 


dus locutus eſt per 
Lai am, —v7ſus 


eft autem Filius in 
regnantis 


" Io locutus eſt Shiri- 


habirn, 


71s Sencrus propter. conſortium majeftatis, uni- 
ratemqʒ ſubitantie; Iſai, vi. I. 


And indeed the Glory ſpeaks of itſelf 
as Plural as well as Singular, when it 
ſays, Whom ſhall I ſend, and who will 


29 for us 2 Iſai. vi. 


MILXXV. John 


Inloe 4 


724 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. III. 


MLXXV. John iii. 5. Except a Man 
be born * of the Spirit, He 

=—_ enter into the Kingdom of 
bk | . Go * 


* To be born f the Spirit, is ac- 
cording to this Evangeliſt, Ch. i. 23. 
to be born of God; it is probable 
then that God and the Spirit or Holy 
— were believed by Him to be 

ne. 


BE 6 Nemefianus 2 Thubunis was of this 
Opinion, who reaſons thus; 


Quod natum eff That which is born of 
dle carne, caro ent; the Fleſh, is Fleſh 5 and 
G quod natum eſt that which is born of the 
de Spiritu, Spiritus Spirit, 1s Spirit. For God 
ef; quia Deus is the Spirit, and it is born 
Spiritus eff, & de of Gd. | 
Deo natus eff, Con- That is, That which is 
cil. Carthag. apud born of the Spirit, is there- 
Cypr. F. 5. fore Spirit, becauſe it is 
1 born of God, who is the 
 _ 
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| Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 126 
MCxXI. Mart, xii. 3 1, 32. The blaſ- 


phemy againſt the Holy Ghoſt ſba/ 
not be forgiven unto Men. And 
whoſoever ſpeaketh a word againſt 
the Son of Man, it ſhall be forgiven 

bim; but whoſoever ſpeaketh a- 
gainſt the Holy Ghoſt, it ſhall nor 
be forgiven him, neither in this 
world, neither in the world. to 
COME. 


The Dr. argues, That the Blaſphe- 
my is not againſt the Perſon, but the 
Works of the Holy Ghoſt, for this 


Reaſon, becauſe otherwiſe Blaſphemy 


againſt the Perſons of God the Father, 
and the Son of God, would be as un- 
pardonable as that againſt the Holy 


_ Ghoſt, Which is plainly ſuppoſing, 


That Blaſphemy againſt God the Fa- 
ther, and the Son of God are pardon» 
able. But where this Doctrine is to 
be found is hard to tell; the Text 


does not ſeem to infer it, nor the Pa- 
rallel places in the reſt of the Evan- 


geliſts. Nay, the Scripture rather con- 
tradidts it. For Firſt, 


Blaſphemy 


126 


* 


The Scripture Doctrine Chap. Hi. 
Blaſphemy againſt he Father is un- 
pardonable according to Levit. xxiv. 
TI, 13, 16. as interpreted by the Fews. 
The Words are theſe, an Iſraelitiſb 
Woman's Son blaſphemed, or profanely 
uttered the Name. ——— And the Lord 


pale unto Moſes, ſaying — He that 


blaſphemeth the Name of the Lord, or 
the Name Jehovah, He ſhall ſurely be 


put to Death, and all the Congregation 
fall certainly flone him. Now doubt- 


leſs, Blaſphemy againſt the Name of 


God the Father, is Blaſphemy againſt 


God the Father himſelf ; if then Blaſ- 
phemy againſt the Name, 1s not to be 
pardoned, but - puniſhed with Death, 


Blaſphemy againſt the Perſon is equally 


unpardonable. And becauſe it may 
be objected, that this only proves it 
unpardonable in zhis World, but not 


in the World to come That the Tem- 


poral Puniſhment was to be infficted, 
but not that the Sin was irremiſſible; 


I ſhall obſerve that the Jewiſh Doctors 
were of another Mind. They had a 


Tradition among them, that there were 
certain Crimes, that excluded the 
Sinners from having any Portion in 


SD * the World to come, Among which 


NN 


Was. 


W S.. A. Wn dd 


i'm 1 


* 


— 


"0 


it (5), to be reſerved for the Judg- 26. 


able in the World to come. And 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 127 
was pronouncing the Name Fehovab, 
according to its Letters (a); Now (4) Trae; 
they looked upon the Egyptian to have de Sy ned. 


11 


curſed God, by ſuch a Pronunciation of 1. ya. 


the Sacred Name (4). The Conſequence Leg.Milc, __... 


of which is, That his Blaſphemy was (50 Ibid. 


. : : in not. ad 
irremiſſible in the World to come. Whes- c. 7. C. 5. 


ther then the Reaſon aſſigned by them P. 242. 


be good or no for their judging it 


unpardonable 5 this is certain, they 
had fuch a Doctrine, that there were 


ſome Crimes, that were not to be par- 


don'd in the World to come; and if 
any Crime, Blaſphemy doubtleſs 
againſt the God of Heaven, or the Per- 
ſon of the Father, as being an Act of 
open Defiance, and moſt provoking In- 
ſolence. And to this Fewiſh Doctrine, 
It is probable our Saviour has reſpect 


in ſpeaking of the Sin againſt the Ho- 
by Ghoſt; and St. Paul alſo in pro- 


nouncing Apoſtacy from Chriſt, to be 
beyond Repentance (a), to have no (a) Heb, 
a ty ac > ; robs V1. ©. 

Sacrifice that is capable of expiating 4% Ch. x 
ment, and Fire of the Great Day (c), (XY vi. 
22 „ e ; -” $, 0 
and by Conſequence to be unpardon- 25. 
St, John alſo in aflirming, That there 

| is 
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128 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. III. 
is a Sin unto Death, that 1s, not to 
be pray'd for in order to be par- 

(d) 1 Joh. doned (4). 


V-16 St. Cyprian ſeems to be of the mind, 


that there were Sins againſt God, that 
were alike unpardonable with that 
againſt the Spirit; for when he had 
cited Ma thew and Mark for the un- 
pardonable Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, 
He adds, —— 


De hoc ipſo in 
Baſuleion primo: Si 
delinquendo peccet 
Vir adverſus Vi- I Sam. ii. 25.) If one man 
rum, orabunt pro es fin againſt another, they 
Dominum: Si au- ſhall intreat the Lord for 
tem in Deum peccer bim: But if a man ſin a- 
homo, Quis orabit gainſt God, (or Jehovah) 
pro eo ? Teſtim. who ſhall intreat for hin? 


Concerning this very 
thing (or Sin) 1t 1s written 


ib. 3. c. 28. 


Now God or Fehovah is He, whoſe 
Service and Tabernacle were pollu- 
ted and prophaned by the Sons of Eli: 

If then Cyprian by God underſtood 


the Spirit, then He believed the Spi- 


#77 to be God. But if He meant the 
Father, then the Sin againſt the Holy 
1 SOhoſt 


in the Firſt of Aings (or 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 129 


Ghoſt was not the only One, which 


| He believed unpardonable. 


Secondly, Blaſphemy againſt the Son, 
as He is Son of God, and God him- 
ſelf, 1s unpardonable alſo.. For if the 


Son as Son of God, and God is Zeho- 


vab, as Scripture and Antiquity affirms z 


| and if Blaſphemy againſt the Name 
| Jehovah is unpardonable ; Blaſphemy 
| againſt the Son of God 1s unpardon- 


able alſo. Neither does this contradi& 
the Text, which ſays, Whoſoever ſpeaks 


2 Word againſt the Son of Man, it 
ſhall be forgiven him. For Jeſus Chriſt 


as He is Son of Man, is not Son of 
God or Jehovah 3 and therefore Blaſ- 
phemy againſt Him as Son of Man, is 
not Blaſphemy againſt the Name Je- 
hovah, or the Son of God ; and there- 
fore is it remiſſible, as being done, not 
againſt the Godhead, but the Huma- 
nity of the Son, which is a meer Crea- 
ture. For in this reſpect, it is of the 
Order of Crimes, which one Man is 
laid to commit againſt another, and 
admits of Interceſſion in order to be 
p:rdoned, 


a Since 


130 The Scripture Doctrine Chap, III. 
Since then Blaſphemy againſt the 
Father, and the Son, as God, is unpar- 
donable, it can be no Argument, I hat 

the unpatdonable Sin of Blaſphemy 

was not againſt the Perſon of the Ho- 

ly Ghoſt, becauſe there is no ſuch un- 
pardonable Sin againſt the Perſon of 

the Father and of the Son of God ; 

but on the contrary, becauſe there is 

fuch an unpardonable Sin againſt the 
Perſon of the Father, and of the Son 

of God, as God, both comprehended 

in the Name of Jehovah ; it may be 
inferred, that the unpardonable Sin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt was not Blaſ- 
phemy againſt his Works only, but his 
Perfor alſo. For when they ſaid, He 
(Chriſt ) had Beelgebub, or an unclean 
Spirit, they reſolved the Works into a 
Diabolical Principle, or took occaſion 
from the Works to traduce the Perſon 
and Authority that wrought them, 
making him wnclean who was truly Þ 
Holy; and of a deviliſh Nature, who 
was really Divine ; which appears to 
be as Perſonal an Injury, as any that 

cou'd be offered. 
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think of the ling to, and oy 


It is further obſerved in the Com- 
ment as 4 remarkable thing, That 


| © neither here in St. Matthew, nei- 


“ ther in any other Place of Scrip- 


“ture, is there any mention made of 
* any Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, but 


« only of a Blaſphemy againſt the Ho- 
« Iy Ghoſt.” What does the Remarker 
the Holy Ghoſt, Act, v. 3:9. Was no 
that a Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt? 
And a Sin of a different Sort from that 
of Blaſphemy ? And a Sin, not againſt 
the Works : For as Ananias and Sappbhi. 
72 did not blaſpheme them, ſo how 


cou'd they lie to, and tempt Works £2 
But a Sin againſt the Authority and 
| Perſon of the Holy Ghoſt, that was 
| preſent with the Apoſtles and acted 
| thro? them; as it might well do, bes 


ing preſent every where, (49 and fill- Raf | 
ing the World, and containing all things, 9? 


MCXXXII. 2 Cor. iii. 17, 18. The 


Lord is that Spirit, and where rhe 
Spirit of the Lord is, there 15 
| Liberty, | 


d 


K 2 Bit 


Chap, III. of the Trinity, &&. 131 


) Plal; 


132 The Scripture Doctrine Chap, III. 
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But we all with open Face, beholding 
as in a Glaſs the Glory of the Lord, 
are changed into the — Image, from 
Glory to Glory, even as by the Spirit 
of the Lord. 

The Comment explains theſe werds, 
The Lord is that Spirit, thus © Chriſt 
(or the Goſpel of Chriſt) is the true 
Intent and Spirit (in oppoſition to 
* the dead Letter and burdenſome 
“ Rites) of the Law.” But I ſhall 
endeavour to ſhew, that there is ſome- 
thing more literal contained in 
them, and expreſſive of the Divinity 
of the Holy Ghoſt. In order to 
which two Things ſhall be con- 
ſidered, 1//, who the Lord is; 2dly, 
who the Spirit. Who the Lord is, 
will appear by comparing v. 16. with 
Exod. xxxiv. 34. The Words of both 
places are theſe. Nevertheleſs when it 
(the Heart) hal turn to the Lord, the 
Vail ſball be taken away, v. 16. 

When Moſes went in before the Lord 
(Jehovah): — He tool the Vail off. 
Exod, xxxiv. 34. 

Here is a plain Alluſion of the for- 
mer Words to the latter, importing 

that 


ST OY 


| Chap. III. 


the Spirit Is; 


of the Trinity, &c. 


that as the Vail was taken from the 


Face of Moſes, when He went into the 


Tabernacle to talk with the Lord (Je- 
hovah z) ſo the Vail ſhou'd be remov'd 
from the Heart of the unbelieving 
Jews, when it ſhould turn or move 


towards the Lord (or Jehovah ;) for 


ſo the Term: Lord ſeems to mean ; it 


| being difficult to ſuppoſe that the Be- 
ing, before whom the real Vail is re- 
moved, ſhould not be Jehovah, when 


He, before whom the typical one was 
taken away, is really ſuch. Now this 
very Lond or Jehovah, before whom the 
inward Vail is taken away, is ſaid 
to be the Spirit, v. 17. The Lord is 
the Spirir. The Lord then is Je- 


hovah. 


who 
which will appear to be 
the Holy Gbo by looking back upon 
the Context. For the Apoſtle makes an 


The ſecond Conſideration 13, 


' Oppoſition! between the Law and the 
SGoſpel, ſhewing that the firſt was a 


Diſpenſation of Condemnation, as ha- 
ving no Sacrifice for Sin, nor quicken- 
ing Spirit ; the latter a Diſpenſation of 


Juſtification, as having both; and tells 


the Corinthians v. 3. that the Goſpel 
K 3 a. 
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— — 


was written in their Hearts by tbe 
Spirit of the Living God, or, the Holy 
Ghoſt, in Oppoſition to the Law 


written upon Tables of Stone; That 
the Apoſt les were Miniſters 77 the Spi- 


rit, v. 6. which was the peculiar Gift 
of the new Covenant, adminiſtred to 
the Faithful by the Impoſition of their 
Hands ; And that Divine Life was gi- 
ven to the Church by the quickening 
Spirit, and that the Spirit thus admi- 
uiſtred, was the Spirit of Glory, v. 8. 
as Pater calls it, c. iv. 14. that is, 
ſuch a Spirit, as will adorn Believers 
in the Life to come with a brighter 
and more laſting Glory, than that which 

ifcavered it ſelf in the Face of Moſes. 
The Spirit then being uſed for the 
Holy Ghoſt, or the Spirit of the Living 
God, in the preceding part of the Chap- 
ter, it is no wonder that the Apoſtle 


Tepeats it in the ſame Senſe, v. 17. 


ſaying, now the Lord, or Jehovah, is 
{as Spirit, that is, is the Spirit of which 

e had been ſpeaking; for nothing 
occurs in the whole Context to de- 
termine it to another Senſe; nay the 
remaining part of the Verſe rather con- 
firms it, where the Spirit of the Lord 


70 
1 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 135 
it, (that is, the Holy Ghoſt, which ſeems 
ever to be underſtood by the Spirit of 
the Lord) there is Liberty. Whence 
it may be obſerved, that as the Spirit 

it ſelf is Lord or Jehovah ; fo is it faid 
to he the Spirit of the Lord or of Jeho- 
rah ; that is, as it is the Spirit of the 
Father, it is the Spirit of Jehovah ; 
and as it 1s ſubſtantially one with the 
Father, it is it ſelf Jehovah, For Fe- _ 
bouab is but One, Deut. vi. 4. in the 
laſt Verſe it is called again, tbe Lord 
(or Jehovah) the Spirit (even as bythe 
Lord the Spirit, v. 18.) which is the 
more agreeable rendring, on the fol- 
Towing Conſiderations ; I/, Becauſe the 
Poſitions of the Words are the ſame 
with, the Lord is that Spirit, U, I7, 
24ly, Becauſe according to the Apoſtles 
way of writing, He would probably 
have put Tru before Kier. in this 
oblique Conſtruction of the Nouns, had 
his Meaning been, the Spirit of the 
Lord. Theſe two Verſes then are a 
ſtrong Teſtimony for the Divinity of 
the Spirit, or that the Holy Ghoſt is 


God, 


„ 


1 36 The Scripture ] Deftrine Chap. III. 


MCCXI. Matt. xxviii. 19.  Bapti. 
_ ing them in the Name f 


the Holy Ghoff. 


Fi A Teſtimony of Tertullian for the 
— be omitted in 2 this Place.” ES 


| Spiriewy Des fit» The Spirit of God, this 
per aquas fereba- He, — upon the Wa- 
tur- ſolus Li- ters Thar liquid 
8 num ve- Element only — afforded a 
Caculum Deo ſub-| Chariot wotrhy of God, 
jiciebat. De Bapt. that is, of the «ww mo- 
Cc. 3. p. 159. Edit. — . Wl 0 

De la Cerda. 245 


Vure, This was written before he 
Was a Montaniſt. 17 8 


— 


T9 "Clemens Aexandrims is more e plain: : 


Non hie Hominis God did not Take upon 
fed Columbe ſimili- fim the Likeneſs of a 
zudinem Deus af» Man, but of a Dove. Be- 
fumpſir, quia vole. cauſe the Spirit wou'd, by 
bat noud quddam a new ſort of Appearance 


epparitioneSpiritus, in the Likeneſs of 2 Dove, 
55 _ declare 
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MCCXLVIII. 1 John v. 7. 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 137 
declare his Simplicity and per Cilumbe ſimili- 
Meekneſs. rudinem, ſimplicita- 

tem ac man ſtietudi- 
nein 3 Ex Cat. in S. Luc. ad fin. Lib. 
__ as &c. 


For theres 
are three that bear Record in 
Heaven ; the Father, the Word, 
and the Holy Ghoſt and theſe 
three are One. 

Since it ought not to be concealed, 
That this Paſſage does not certainly 
appear to have been found in the Text 
of any Greek Manuſcript : It ought 
allo to | be told, That it appears to have 
been found in the old Latin Verſion, 
that was uſed in the African Church, 
Elſe how cou'd St. Cyprian have cited 
it in his unn De. Unis, Eccleſ. 9 


And again, it is written E iterum De 
of the Father, Son, and Patre, &. Filio, &. 
Holy Ghoſt ; And theſe Spirit Sancto ere 
bree are One, tum eft ; G. Hi 
tres Unum ſunt. 


Now 
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138 The Scripture Doctrine Chap. II. 


Now where is this written, but in the 
above cited Paſſage of St. Fohn 


Again in his Epiſtle to Jubaiantis, 


He ſays, 


Si peccatorum re- 
miſſam conſecutus 


eft, &. ſanctificatus 
eſt, & Templum 
Dei factus eff 5 
Quero cujus Dei 
Si Creatoris, 

tit Qui in eun 
= * E 
Chriſti, nec bujus 
fieri poteſs Tem- 


plum, qui negat 


Deum Ck riſtum. Si 


Spiritus Sancti, cum 
tres unum ſint, &c. 


non 


If a Man can obtain 
Re miſſion of Sins, (among 
Hereticks,) then is He 
ſanctified, and made the 
Temple of God. But of 
what God, I beſeech you? 
If of the Creator, that is 
impoſſible, becauſe He has 
not believed in him: If 
of Chriſt, neither can He 
be his Temple, becauſe 


He denies Chriſt to be 


God. If of the Holy Ghoſt, 
foraſmuch as theſe three 
are One, &c. 


Here is a plain Alluſion to the ſame 
Paſſage of St. 7obn's Epiſtle ; beſides 
a Teſtimony of the Author's Opinion 
of the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt ; 
fince under the Term God He com- 
prehends the Creator, Chriſt, and the 


Holy Gboſt. 


As 


Chap. III. of the Trinity, &c. 
As for the Unity of theſe Three, it 
is not a bare Unity of Teſtimony, but 


of Subſtance. (See No 594.) Tertul- 


Ghoſt. 


Which Three are One 
( Being, not one (ſingle ſunt, non 
Perſon ;) as it is faid, I Quomodo 
and my Father are One 
( Being, ) to expreſs the 
nity of Subſtance, not 
— Singularity of Per- 
ion. 9 PB 


lian ſays of Father, Son, and Holy 


In which Words, as Tertullian ſeems 
plainly to have read the ſame Paſ- 
ſage with St. Cyprian in St. John's 
Epiſtle, Theſe Three are One; fo have 
we no Reaſon to believe, but that his 
Diſciple Cyprian followed his Maſter in 
underſtanding One of a Subſtantial 
Unity, e 1 


FINTS, 


139 


Qui tres unum 


uUnus © 


dictum 


en, Ego & Pater 
unum ſumus, ad 
ſubſtantia unitatem, 
non ad numeri ſin- 
gularitatem. Cont. 
Prax. c. 25. 
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Head in Pater-Noſter-Row z where 
Gentlemen may be furniſh'd with all 
Modern Books, and Money for any 
Library or Parcel of Books, 


| FOLIO W 

GEorgii Bulli S. Theologiæ Profeſſoris & Pres- 

byteri Anglicani, Opera omnia, quibus duo 
przcipui Catholicæ fidei Articuli, de S. Trinitate 
& Juſtificatione, orthodoxe, perſpicue, ac ſolide, 
explanantur, illuſtrantur, confirmantur; nunc de. 
mum in unum Volumen collecta, ac multo cor. 
rectiùs quam ante, una cum generalibus Indicibus 
Edita. Quibus jam acceſſit e jusdem Tractatus 


hactenus ineditus, de Primitiva & Apoſtolica Tra- 
ditione dogmatis de Jeſu Chriſti Divinitate contra 


Danielem Zuickerum, ejuſque nuperos in Anglia 
Sectatores; ſubnexa inſuper pluribus ſingulorum 
Librorum capitibus prolixa quandoque annotata 


Joannis Erneſti Grabe, cujus etiam Prefatio huic 


Septuaginta Interpretum quem ex antiquiſſimo 


| MS. codice Alexandrino accurate deſcriptum. „E 


ope aliorum exemplarium, ac priſcorum Scripto- 
m, præſertim vero * Editionis Orige- 
nianæ emendatum atque ſupplementum, additis 
ſæpe Aſteriſcorum & Obelorum ſignis, ſumma cura 
edidit Joannes Erneſtus Grabe, S. T. P. Fol. & 
Octavo. | | 
An Expofition of the 39 Articles of the Church 
of England. By Biſhop Beveridge. 
OCTAVO and DUONECIMO. 
Privare Thoughts on Religion, digeſted into 
Twelve Articles; with Practical Reſolutions 
form'd thereupon: Written in his younger To 
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